



Holborn, E.¢, 
I 


The M 














tfully 
only 


JE, 


TD 


AIR, 





March 17, 1906. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 50.] 317 











[FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 


High Holborn, W.C. 


LONDON. 


Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors from 
“Tube ’’ Station. Toe Most Convenrent Hore. 
ror Sonicrrors AND CLIENTS Visiting Lonpon. 


First-class. 
charges. 


Offers real comfort at very moderate 


Telegrams: First Avenue, London. 


GORDON HOTELS, LIMITED. 
ae 


COUNTY FIRE OFFICE Limite, 
50, REGENT ST., W., anp 14, CORNHILL, E.C., LONDON: 


FOUNDED 1807. 


INSURANCES can be effected with this old-established Office on 
favourable terms. 


FORMS OF PROPOSAL and full particulars as to Rares and the 
Anvantaces offered may be obtained upon application to— 


B. E. RATLIFFE, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of x 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages on Licensed Properties Guaranteed promptly. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


























ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS eo WP aie £ 5,123,000 
Meee so... Se 
YEARLY BUSINESS - : - £ 2,600,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 19,000,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Socicty 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirsovur Prorrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





“Age | Premium | Age | Premium | Age | Premium 


2 |£178%,| 30 | 4116%,| 40 | #2 104, 














41,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


Denson) 0pm. | a0 ym | ym. | ye | 
| 


£1,438 | £1,724 | £2,067 | 


| Amount of Policy ‘| £1,199 








Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


VOL. L., No. 20. 


Solicitors’ Journal. 
LONDON, MARCH 17, 1906. 


The 


*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SoLicrrors’ JouRNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 





Contents. 
CUBRENT TOPIOB ssorccocssceeesconvecreeserees 817 | Law SrupEnts’ JOURNAL ....ccceccceceeees 328 
Tue Lanp Tenure BILh......-006 SIO a carvsvncssonascrsbevics vocsteneiabi’ 323 

















Liasttity or EquiraBLe Owners OF OsiTuaRY 

Surs.. Leeat News 329 
REVIEWS ... | coe-csceersnceess sesesssseserseeees 323 | Court Papers 330 
CORRESPONDENOE essseses « seneerees es eerees 324 WIixpinG-uP NOTICES .....0:000cs00eesceneree 33) 
NEW ORDERS, &C. «. 0.0. cceressensceseeseese- 327 | CREDITORS NOTIONS ....+..c0se0s0e seeeeeeees 331 
Law Sociretizs Banxgurtoy Notices 











Cases Reported this Week. 











In the Solicitors’ Journal. In the Weekly Reporter. 
— v. oo = Bannatyne v. Maclver......... . ...c+e-+. 293 
Wwson Y. cneitenied >: sane ae i Coal i 
Dunmany's Gettiment, Ba. Hotty. | “Seiwart'y the Ocapeapey nae. 
—— seers ee caninne tien B94 | Fowler v. Cripps. sassesverseeeeeness ers 299 
“ Y sap onpeeces ‘ aoe tne ee 
a ne + ee IID caasattintse chonitenaomenecsnecaah-enta: OAD 
Madden v. Rhodes _.... 326 | Hawthorn City (Mayor) v. Kannuluik 285 
Miss Drax’s Will, Re. Baroness Nesbitt and Potts’ Contract, In re ...... 286 
Dunsany v. Sawbri y,Inre. Major vy. Harness ......... 291 
Suckling v. Parker hitehouse v. Hugh ....00...eeccreereee oe 
Villar v. Gilbey .......ccce0ss.coree Young y. Cuthbert ... .. 296 





Current Topics. 


The Constitution of the Rule Committee. 


WE Ane glad to find that Lord Lorgsvan has taken up the 
scheme which was advocated by Mr. A. S. Marner in a paper 
read at the Liverpool meeting of the Law Society in 1903, and 
was strongly supported by Mr. Raw zz in his presidential address 
in 1904. The proposal was that the place of the i 
president of the Law Society should be taken by a member of 
the Law Society to be appointed by the Lord Chancellor for a 
fixed period on the nomination of the Council of the society, and 
that there should be added to the Rule Committee a solicitor 
practising in the provinces who would be the mouthpiece of the 
provincial law societies as to matters relating to district registries 
and other matters connected with litigation in the provinces. A 
Bill has now been introduced by the Lord Chancellor which 
proposes to provide that : 

“The ms in whom the power of making rules of court under the 
Judicature Acts, 1873 to 1894, is vested shall ude four ns, of whom 
one shall be a practising barrister and two shall be practising solicitors and 
members of the Council of the Law Society (one being also a member of 
a provincial law society), to be appointed by the-Lord Chancellor for the 
purpose in the same manner as the four judges referred to in section 19 of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1881. 


Reference of Action for Breach of Promise of 
Marriage under the Arbitration Act, 1889. 

An action for breach of promise of marriage, in which the 
mar is the plaintiff, is not often successful, and one of such 
actions, which was tried last week, ended in a verdict for the 
defendant, on the ground that the engagement had been 
rescinded by mutual agreement. The plaintiff in his evidence 
ap to have volunteered the statement that he was willing 
before action to refer the matter under the Arbitration Act, a 
statement which ap to have excited “much laughter.” 
This laughter was probably caused by the fact that the jury in 
an English court have to consider, in assessing the damages in 
such an action, the injury to the plaintiff's feelings, but if the 
action had been brought in France, where the plaintiff can onl. 
recover the actual pecuniary loss which he has sustained, s 





as reasonably incurred in preparing for the marriage, 
the plaintiff's offer to refer the caliet a0 of court would have 
20 
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been, not an absurd, but a very proper, proceeding. The 


plaintiff conducted his own case. This may have been an 
accident, but a brief for a male plaintiff in an action for breach 
of promise is not regarded with much favour by the bar. 


The Provision of Meals for School Children. 

In THE Education (Provision of Meals) Bill, which has been 
sent to a Select Committee, there is general interest, but the legal 
aspect of the measure receives but little consideration. It is an 
ingenious mancuvre which has contrived that this subject shall 
be dealt with as an educational question, but there is no basis in 
law for the contention. An examination of the Bill shews that 
it contains two hypotheses which are without legal support. 
First, it implies that upon the education authority lies the 
responsibility for seeing that the child receives instruction, 
whereas the Elementary Education Act, 1876, s. 4, distinctly 
says that “it shall be the duty of the parent of every child to 
cause such child to receive efficient elementary instruction in 
reading, writing, and arithmetic.” It is the duty of the educa- 
tion authority to provide the instruction for which there is a 
demand. Again, the Bill implies that there is no one to provide 
food for children whose parents are unable, forsome reason or other, 
to do so. Not only does the poor law embrace the circumstances, 
but it is a criminal offence for parents to neglect to avail them- 
selves of its provisions: see 2. v. Mabbett, cited in Clarke Hall 
on the Law Relating to Children, p. 44. The Bill, therefore, 
proposes to transfer this duty from the poor law to the educa- 
tional authority, and the whole point of the measure lies in 
the last sentence, ‘‘that no provision of food under this Act 
shall be deemed to be parochial relief.” We submit that 
this Bill should be considered by the Royal Commission on 
the Poor Law, as being within the scope of their inquiry. The 
promoters of the Bill may argue that the present law is in need 
of amendment, but it certainly deals with the circumstances 
embodied in the Bill. 


Professional Misconduct. 

WE REFERRED recently (ante, p. 122) to the question of the 
jurisdiction to strike a solicitor off the rolls for professional 
misconduct. Primd facie this phrase means misconduct in the 
course of professional business. It is plausible to argue that a 
man’s private life is one thing and his business life another, and 
that offences which are committed in his private life do not 
affect his competency to carry on his business. But 
professional standing cannot be altogether dissociated in 
this way from private integrity. A solicitor invites the con- 
fidence of his clients, and he has to associate with his fellow 
solicitors. In both respects character tells as well as mere 
intellectual or business ability, and it has been recognized 
by the courts that conduct which is disgraceful in private 
life is a disqualification for practising as a solicitor. Upon this 
ground conviction for a criminal offence is a reason for striking 
a solicitor off the rolls, even though the offence is not committed 
in the course of his profession, provided the offence is sufficiently 
serious. The question, it has been said, “is whether it is such 
an offence as makes it unfit that he should remain a member of 
this strictly honourable profession”: Re Weare (1893, 2 Q. B. 
439, per Lord Esuzr, M.R., at p. 445). In the recent case Re 
A Solicitor (ante, p. 113) this principle was extended to conduct 
which was not criminal, and it was held that the carrying on of 
a bookmaker’s business was not compatible with the profession 
of a solicitor. In another case which was heard before the 
Divisional Court (Lord Atversroyz, C.J., and Ripiey and 
Darurxe, JJ.), on the 6th instant, the circumstances were such as 
to leave no doubt that the jurisdiction of the court must be 
exercised. The solicitor had been convicted for an offence of a 
specially disgraceful character, and the rule laid down by Lord 

nek in Le Weare clearly applied. ‘Ought a respectable 
solicitor,” he said in a passage quoted by the Lord Chief 
Justice in his present judgment, “to be called upon to enter 
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Compensation for Benefit of Ratepayers. 


Ar. tHe Leeds adjourned Brewster Sessions on the 8th ingt 
application was made for the renewal of licences under gome. 
what extraordinary circumstances. The corporation of Leeds 
has acquired a number of licensed houses under an insanj 
area scheme, and proposes in the immediate future to pull them 
down. One, at least, of these houses had been closed eyey 
since the purchase, the stock and fittings had been sold, a man 
formerly employed by the corporation as a scavenger had been 
introduced as caretaker, living rent free, and there had been no 
pretence of carrying on the business of a public-house. Under 
these circumstances a renewal of the licence was applied for. The 
application was opposed on the ground that it was not bond fide 
and that it was being made, nominally by the ex- scavenger 
but really by the corporation, in order that the matter might 
be referred to quarter sessions, and that compensation might 
there be granted, to be used in relief of the rates. In support 
of the application, it was argued that the corporation had 
bought the house, and on giving up the licence would be 
quite entitled to get back a small portion of the sum they 
had paid. By section 1 of the Licensing Act, 1904, 
it is provided that the power to refuse the renewal of 
an existing on-licence on any ground other than the 
ground that the premises have been _ ill - conducted, 
or are structurally deficient or structurally unsuitable, 
or grounds connected with the character or fitness of 
the proposed holder of the licence, or the ground that the 
renewal would be void, shall be vested in quarter sessions, 
instead of the justices of the licensing district, but shall only be 
exercised on a reference from those justices and on payment of 
compensation in accordance with the Act. We should not have 
been surprised if the justices had come to the conclusion that, 
on the facts set out above, they were entitled to refuse to renew 
the licence on one or more of the grounds mentioned in this 
section, and that without any straining of interpretation. But 
their worships were of opinion that there was no ground on which 
they should refuse the application, and they accordingly directed 
a reference to quarter sessions. A similar course was taken with 
all the other applications relating to the insanitary area houses, 
there being no essential difference in the facts. It was stated 
that the compensation required for these houses would amount 
to £9,000, so that the ratepayers have reason to be grateful to 
the ingenuity of those who were responsible for a scheme entail- 
ing such beneficial results. 


Sums Due under a Gaming Contract. 


WE oxszrve that the judge of the Yarmouth County Court 
last week refused to hear an action brought to recover sums due 
under a gaming contract. The defendant had not pleaded the 
Gaming Act, but the judge held that he had power to refuse to 
allow his court to be used for the decision of a dispute arising 
out of such a contract. It was suggested that the case should 
be carried further, and in that event, the interesting point will 
be decided whether a judge has the power to take the initiative, 
and refuse to hear a case where the Gaming Act might have 
been called in aid, but where the defendant has shown a desire 
to have the question settled on such merits as it may have. 
Should the judge have such a power, we submit he would also 
be under a duty to exercise it, and that it would not be a mere 
discretion. Statutory defences of this nature group themselves 
under two heads, one where the contract is void and the remedy 
barred, and the other simply where the remedy is barred. The 
Gaming Act, 1845, comes under the first head, as it provides 
that the contract shall be null and void, and that “ no suit shall 
be brought in any court of law and equity for recovering” the 
sum alleged to be due. By R. 8. C. orf. 19, r. 15, it is pro- 
vided that the defendant must raise by his pleading “all matters 
which shew the action not to be maintainable, or that the trans- 


into that intimate intercourse with him which is necessary | action is either void or voidable in point of law,” and among the 


between two solicitors, even when they are acting for opposite 
parties? In my opinion, no other solicitors ought to be called 
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examples given of such matters, are the Statutes of Limitation am 
the Statute of Frauds. It would, therefore, seem that, so far a8 & 


upon to enter into such relations with a person who has so | party to the action is concerned, it would make no difference which 
conducted himself.’ In his judgment, it was impossible for the | of the above heads his remedy comes under; he is not enti 
court in the discharge of their duty to come to any other view | to rely on it unless he pleads it, or in the county court unless he 


than that the solicitor must be struck off the rolls. 


adopts the corresponding procedure. Where the remedy only is 
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barred, we submit that the judge could have no power to interfere 
if the defendant chooses to waive his right. It is purely in his 
option whether he will plead the statute, and unless he does so 
the question is decided on its merits. This happens occasionally 
in the case of the Statutes of Limitation, and perhaps even in 
the case of the Statute of Frauds. If this be so, the point is 
narrowed down to the simple question whether a judge has the 

wer of refusal by reason only of the fact that a contract is 
yoid inlaw. In other words, are the parties to be debarred 
from ratifying a contract which by law is not binding, but at the 
game time is not illegal? Of course, where the contract is 
illegal, different considerations might apply. We shall await the 
ultimate decision with some interest. -. 


Defamatory Words Spoken by a Justice After 
Giving His Decision. 

Tue pects1on of the Court of Appeal in Law v. Llewellyn, on 
the 27th of February, is clearly in accordance with the 
authorities, but the nature of the case gives it more than 
ordinary interest. The action was for damages for slander, 
the words complained of being spoken by the defendant, the 
chairman of a bench of justices sitting in petty sessions. The 

laintiff was described as a “‘ financier,” and it appeared that he 
fad taken out summonses against two persons for having, as he 
alleged, obtained from him by false pretences a loan of £10 on 
a promissory note to pay £12 10s. three months after date. 
He had also commenced an action on the promissory note in the 
county court. The defendants in this action paid the amount 
into court after the summonses had been served upon them. 
Subsequently, the plaintiff appeared by counsel before justices, 
sitting in petty sessions, when it was stated that he desired, subject 
to the approval of the court, to withdraw the charge, paying the 
defendant’s costs. The chairman of the bench of justices then 
spoke the words which were the subject of the action against 
him. The action for slander having been brought, a judge at 
chambers ordered the statement of claim to be struck out as 
disclosing no reasonable cause of action, and the plaintiff 
appealed to the Court of Appeal. The Exchequer Chamber in 
Dawkins v. Lord Rokeby (L. R. 8 Q. B. 255) stated, in their 
considered judgment, that words spoken by judges on the bench, 
whether in the superior courts or in county courts, or sessions 
of the peace, are absolutely privileged, and cannot be inquired 
into in an action for defamation, and all that could be suggested by 
the plaintiff was that the privilege did not attach, first, because 
the words were not relevant to the question before the court, 
and, secondly, because they were spoken after the case was over. 
As to the first point, the justices had before them the occupation 
of the plaintiff and the concurrent proc@édings in the civil and 
dininel court. It would, therefore, be difficult to hold that 
what the defendant said was not relevant to the case. With regard 
to the time when the words were spoken, what the defendant 
said was intimately connected with the decision which he was 
called upon to pronounce. We are not surprised to read that 
the appeal was dismissed without calling on the counsel for the 
respondent, 


Present Right to Receive.” 


Tue PEeriops prescribed by the Statutes of Limitation, within 
which actions may be brought, in general run from the time 
when the cause of action accrues. Section 8 of the Real 
Property Limitation Act, 1874, adopts a different expression, 
and requires that an action to recover a sum of money charged 
upon land, or a legacy, shall be brought ‘‘ within twelve years 
next after a present right to receive the same shall have accrued to 
some person capable of giving a discharge for or release of 
the same”; and similar words are found in section 13 of the 
Law of Property Amendment Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Viet. c. 38), 
which imposes a twenty years’ limitation on the recovery of per- 
sonal estate of an intestate. But although in these enact- 
ments the phrase “a present right to receive” is used for 
the purpose of fixing the commencement of the statutory 
period, it has been held by Kexewion, J., in Re Pardoe 
(54 W. R. 207; 1906, 1 Oh. 265) that the right referred to is 
one which is capable of being established at law, and hence the 


effect is the same as if the statutes had provided, as in other | pl 


pages, that the period should run from the accrual of the right 








of action to recover the money in question. In that case a 
married woman, A., was administratrix of an intestate, whose 
estate was divisible in moieties between herself and B. B. was 
dead, and her executors were A., A.’s husband, and ©. A sum 
of £5,000, part of the intestate’s estate, was in 1864 received 
by A. and her husband. It was paid by the husband into his 
private account and was never accounted for by him. At that 
time A., and A.’s husband, and O. were entitled, as legal 
personal representatives of B., to payment of one moiety of the 
£5,000, and primd facie they were entitled to receive the 
moiety, so that the twenty years prescribed by. the statute 
then began to run against them. But if the phrase ‘“ present 
right to receive” imports that there is such a present right 
as can be enforced at law, then the statute did not apply, 
for A., and A.’s husband, and C., as executors of B., could not 
have brought an action at law against A. and A.’s husband. 
And, although the right to the moiety might have been estab- 
lished by C. in a suit in equity, yet he could not have insisted 
on receiving the amount to the exclusion of A. and A.’s husband. 
A somewhat similar state of affairs arose in Binns v. Nichols 
(L. R. 2 Eq. 256), though in that case the same person was 
executor and legatee, and the statute was excluded upon the 
ground that there was the same hand to pay and to receive. It 
may be noticed that in Hornsey Local Board v. Monarch Building 
Society (24 Q. B. D. 1) it was held that there might be a present 
right to receive though the time for enforcing the right had not 
arrived, and it does not seem altogether clear that B.’s executors 
had not such a present right in 1864, although owing to the 
special circumstances, the right could not be enforced. 


Penalty or Liquidated Damages. 


Tue case of Pye v. The British Automobile Commercial Syndicate 
(Limited), in which Bicnam, J., delivered judgment on the 8th 
of February, is another link in the long chain ef decisions as to 
the circumstances which ought to be taken into consideration in 
deciding whether a sum made payable by way of compensation 
for breach of contract is to be treated as liquidated damages or 
as a penalty. As is pointed out by Bramwett, B., in Betis v. 
Burch (4 H. & N. 506), by the common law a sum of money 
contracted to be paid upon a breach of a contract is recoverable 
in full according to the terms of the contract, whether it appears 
to be in the nature of liquidated damages or a penalty—+.¢., a 
forfeiture or punishment for the breach of contract. Tais 
appears to be the law of France, for by clause 1152 of the Code 

apoleon, whenever it is stipulated in a contract that the party 
who fails to perform it shall pay a fixed sum by way of damages, 
the other party shall not recover more or less than thissum. But 
in England the courts of equity always exercised a jurisdiction 
to relieve against the judgment at law upon payment to the 
plaintiff of the sum really due or the amount of damages 
actually sustained by the breach of contract ; and the Act 8 & 9 
Will. 3, c. 11, s. 8, placed a similar restriction upon the claim 
of the plaintiff in the common law courts. It remains, there- 
fore, to determine, as a question of law upon the construction of 
the particular contract, whether the sum contracted to be paid is 
to be considered as liquidated damages or a penalty—in other 
words, whether it may be recovered in full or be available only 
as a security for the damage actually sustained. In Pye v. The 
British Automobile Commercial Syndicate (Limited) an agreement 
was made between the plaintiff and the defendants by which 
they appointed him to be their sole agent for a certain district 
in Yorkshire for the sale of Talbot motor-cars, and by 
the same agreement it was stipulated that, so long as 
the plaintiff should be their agent, they would not deliver 
any of their motor-cars to any person resident or carrying 
on business in the district, and that the plaintiff would purchase 
from the defendants the goods mentioned in the second schedule. 
The agreement proceeded : “The agent [plaintiff] havieg paid 
to the company the sum of £300 as a deposit in respect of the 
said goods, the said sum shall be repaid upon payment by the 
agent of the price of all the goods mentioned in the schedule, and 
if the agent shall refuse to accept and pay for any of the goods, 
the company shall be at liberty to declare the deposit to be for- 
feited as so by way of liquidated and ascertained damages.” The 
aintiff committed a breach of the agreement, and se 

® learn 


whether the deposit was liable to be forfeited. 
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judge held that it was, notwithstanding the fact that the £300 
was payable upon the happening of one of many possible 
breaches of different significance. In so deciding, he was 
influenced by the inconvenience, apart from the pecuniary 
damage, which might result from a breach of the contract, and 
also by the fact that the money was deposited. We think that 
the decision will be found useful in practice, though it has often 
been said that much of the doubt experienced in such cases 
arises from the authorities which are supposed to guide judges 
in endeavouring to discover the intention of the parties. 


Railway Omnibuses. 


Tne atrEMPts of different corporations and companies which 
have statutory powers in regard to the conveyance of passengers 
and the carriage of goods to extend the scope of their business 
are producing a good deal of litigation. We have already had the 
London County Council’s omnibus case—London County Council 
v. Attorney-General (50 W. R. 497; 1902, A. CO. 165)—and the 
recent decision of Farwett, J., in Attorney-General v. Manchester 
Corporation (ante, p. 236). These cases related to the powers of 
municipal corporations. In the former the London County 
Conall were compelled to abandon the attempt to feed their tram- 
ways by an auxiliary omnibus service; in the latter the Manchester 
Corporation had to submit to a check in regard to the addition to 
their tramway system of a general parcel-carrying agency. In 
the case of Attorney-General v. Mersey Railway Co. (Times, 9th 
inst.), before WarrineTon, J., last week, it was a municipal 
corporation—the Birkenhead Corporation—which posed as the 
aggrieved party, and the action was brought in the interests of 
the municipal tramway system to prevent the defendant company 
from running omnibuses in connection with their railway. This 
is a development of railway activity which has, of course, been 
familiar to the public for many years, and the efforts of the 
London and North-Western Railway Co. and other companies 
have to some extent helped to solve the difficulties presented by 
the long distances between London termini. The present 
decision strongly suggests that such well-meant efforts have 
not been authorized by the statutes under which the railway 
companies carry on their business, and if it be worth while for 
any competing interest to intervene, the railway omnibus may 
be henddhed from the London streets. In the Birkenhead case 
Wanrrrncron, J., held that the principles laid down in the case 
of the London County Council were applicable. Statutory 
powers to carry out a specified purpose may extend to the 
se. on of an incidental business, but it was there 
he t an auxiliary omnibus service was not incidental 
to the running of trams. An attempt was made before 
Wakrzineron, J., to distinguish between a tramway company 
and a railway company. The one is usually limited to a 
particular town; the other carries passengers from: town to 
town, and might reasonably also carry them from the station 
to any particular part of a town. But the learned judge did 
not accede to the argument. The business of the railway 
company is to carry people on the railway, and when they have 
passed the platform barrier at the arrival station, they must, it 
seems, be left to their fate. We have our doubts as to whether 
pg hs the correct view to take, but for the present it represents 

e law. 


A Playwriter’s View of the Duties of a Solicitor. 


Tue rtscrpents in a play called “The Voysey Inheritance,” 
the representation of which at the Court Theatre has just been 
concluded, may have been followed with interest by members of 
the legal profession. The story is of how a solicitor, with a large 
family practice, whose children are settled in life—one son at the 
bar a King’s Counsel, another an officer in the army, and a 
third an artist—takes a younger son, the hero, into partnership, 
and soon afterwards gives him the painful news that for some 
years past he has been in the habit of misappropriating trust 
funds which have come into his mis, esa in the way of 
business. He has hitherto been able—by paying the income 
due to the beneficiaries when it becomes due, and by resorting 
to further misappropriations when it is necessary to close the 
affairs of a trust—to escape discovery. The son is shocked at this 
intelligence, and though 4 is fully resolved that these fraudulent 
proceedings shall be brought to an end, he is in some perplexity as 








—= 
to the course which he ought to adopt. The father dies, and the gon 
privately explains the state of affairs to his relations, and agkg 
for their assistance in carrying on the business for the benefit of 
the creditors and for the purpose of satisfying all the claims op 
his father’s estate. The young man’s appeal is unsu 

and he has then to consider whether he shall make a full dig. 
closure of his father’s misconduct to all who have suffered by it, 
or whether, concealing the frauds, he shall continue the business 
and endeavour, by the strictest economy, to procure the means of 
paying all that is justly due. He finally decides, being much 
influenced by the hard case of the smaller beneficiaries, to fagg 
all risks and to go on hoping for the best. It is scarcely noogs. 
sary to say that, after painful trials and anxieties, he is successful, 
and the audience are invited to express their hearty approval of 
the course which he has adopted. But it is not in mortals to 
command success, and if the young man, incumbered by his 
father’s liabilities, had been finally driven to the bankruptey 
court, we are afraid that his conduct would have been exposed 
in that tribunal to harsh and unsympathetic criticism. It might 
even make it difficult for him to clear himself from the charge 
of participation in the criminal transactions of his father, and it 
would certainly be said that it was his duty upon the father’s 
—_ . place before the creditors the actual state of the accounts 
of the firm. 


The Partnership Act, 1890. 


WE wap recently, says a correspondent, occasion to refer to the 
Partnership Act, 1890, upon the question whether persons who 
claimed under the provisions of a deed had the rights, and were 
subject to the liabilities, of partners. The definition of ‘“ partner- 
ship”’ in the Act is ‘the relation which subsists between persons 
carrying on a business in common with a view to profit.” This 
definition was scarcely so illuminating as we could have wished, 
and we read on expecting to find some clearer exposition of what 
is the test and standard of partnership. But section 2, which 
contains the rules for determining the existence of a partnership, 
is mainly of a negative character. It gives a number of cases 
where the facts do not of themselves create a partnership, but, 
so far as we can discover, there is little or nothing to assist the 
inquirer who wishes to know when a partnership does beyond 
doubt exist. The student is compelled to search in the reports for 
cases where it has been authoritatively decided that in the circum- 
stances a partnership must be considered to exist, and he must 
then, to the best of his ability, apply these cases to the facts 
before him. In the result, he will ask whether the Act has in any 
way lightened his labours, or whether it has only led him to 
spend some time in making a fruitless search for assistance. We 
may add that anyone who contrasts the huge bulk of Lord 
Linpey’s excellent work with the few pages in which the Act is 
contained must have serious doubts as to whether the attempt 
to codify the law has not wholly failed. 








Baron Dowse, says the Evening Standard, said that on the first day of 
the assizes at Cork an officer said to the jury: ‘‘Gintlemen av the jury, 
ye’ll take yez accostomed places, if ye plaze.” ‘ And,’’ said the witty Irish 
jndge, ng may I never laugh again if the jury didn’t all walk into the 

ock ! 


Mr. Justice Darling, says the Evening Standard, explained to a witness 
on Monday what counsel usually considered “a g verdict.” Counsel 
was cross-examining the plaintiff in an action for alleged false imprison- 
ment. He had previously defended the man and got him acquitted on 4 
charge of felony, and now asked him if he considered it ‘‘ a good verdict. 
As the witness did not understand, his lordship told him that what lawyers 
meant as ‘‘a good verdict ” was a verdict against the weight of evidence. 


According to a recent letter from the Master of the Rolls concerning the 
work of the Royal Commission on Historical Manuscripts, of which body 
he is the chairman, says the Zimes, there are now at press further instal 
ments of the calendars of the papers preserved xt Windsor Castle (Stuart 
MSS.), Welbeck Abbey, and Hatfield-house, as well as of those belonging 
to the Marquis of Ormonde and the Royal Institution (American MS3.). In 
the printers’ hands, and almost ready for publication, are also reports of 
on the manuscripts of Lords Verulam, Ancaster, Leicester, and (uilfor 
Mr. J. B. Fortescue, of Dropmore, Major Money-Kyrle, and Mr. F. H. T. 
Jervoise, the Bishops of Salisbury, Exeter and Wells, the Deans 
Chapters of Exeter and Wells, the city of Salisbury, the borough of Alde- 
ens and the abolished borough of Orford. A volume relating to 
MSS, in the Welsh language in the British Museum wil! likewise be iss 


at an early date. Amongst reports ready for the press is a second on the 


Marquis of Bath’s papers. 
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The Land Tenure Bill. 


Taz main object of this Bill, which has been read a second time 
in the House of Commons by a large majority, is not correctly 
described in its prefatory memorandum. ‘The object of this 
Bill,” it is said in the first paragraph, “is to extend, cheapen, 
and simplify the law of compensation for tenants’ improvements.” 
It is aun added, however, that “unreasonable dis- 
turbance in a holding may be made the subject of a claim for 
compensation”; and accordiugly clause 5 of the Bill provides 
that : 

‘ Where the landlord unreasonably, and without good and sufficient 
cause, terminates, or refuses to grant a renewal of, the tenancy, or 
unreasonably requires more onerous conditions as terms of such 
renewal, the tenant, upon quitting the holding, shall be entitled to 
compensation for disturbance, which shall mean, in addition to any 
compensation due to the tenant for improvements under any Act or 
agreement, a further compensation in respect to the loss which the 
arbitrator, in default of agreement, shall find to be sustained by the 
tenant by reason of quitting the holding.’’ 

This is, of course, a bold attempt at the importation into 
English holdings of the Irish system: see section 9 of the Land- 
lord and Tenant (Ireland) Act, 1870, and section 6 of the Land 
Law (Ireland) Act, 1881. It would be foreign to the objects of 
this journal to discuss the question whether any sufficient 
ground can be alleged for this revolutionary measure ; but if it 
should be determined on, it should at any rate be accompanied by 
some more definite protection of the contractual rights of the 
landlord than that which might (or might not) be implied by a 
single arbitrator (for dual arbitration and umpirage are to 
become things of the past) from the use of the word “‘ unreason- 
ably,” &c. The Iris: Acts contain restrictions on amount, and 
the Welsh Land Commissioners, whose report of 1896 was 
approved in 1903 by the late Mr? Hansury as mostly fit for 
general adoption (see Zimes of the 25th of March, 1903), sug- 
gested restrictions on causes of disturbance, as that a tenant 
ought to receive com ensation for disturbance only for causes 
other than non-payment of rent or voluntary waste—e.g., for 
such causes as raising rent upon the tenant’s improvements. 

Other clauses of the Bill are these: The first clause, by a 
repeal and re-enactment, with amendments, of section 1 (1) of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1900, abolishes the exclusion from 
compensation of that part of the improvement which is ‘‘ justly 
due to the inherent capabilities of the soil.” This phrase was 
founded on the comments, judicially confirmed in Adams v. 
Dunseath (1882, 10 L. R. Ir. 109), of the late Mr. Burr on the 
Irish Act of 1870, It formed no part €f the original Bill of 
1883, and was inserted therein on the motion of the then Sir 
Micnazt Hicxs-Bzacu. Its omission was recommended by the 
Commission of 1897, and it was accordingly omitted from the 
Bill of 1900, but was restored thereto in the House of Lords by 
a majority of fifty-five to five, Lord Grey and the Duke of 
NoRTHUMBERLAND contending with success that its omission from 
an otherwise re-enacted enactment might have the effect of mis- 
leading arbitrators into giving too much to the tenant. For our- 
selves, we cannot but think that an arbitrator has quite enough 
to perplex him in the Acts without having to puzzle out the 
meaning, if it had any, of this shadow without substance, and 
that it may well disappear. 

Another alteration, to the effect that the compensation is to be 
payable on the mere determination of a tenancy, whether the 
tenant quits or not, is, we venture to think, unreasonable, nor 
do we agree with the proposal that all arbitrations must be 
before a single arbitrator. The present law, under section 2 (5) 
of the Act of 1900, is that ‘an arbitration shall, unless the parties 
otherwise agree, be before a single arbitrator,” and why freedom 
of contract in this matter should be interfered with, we cannot 
conceive. 

The second and third clauses give the tenant a right of com- 
— at any time of the tenancy for “ any loss or damage 

m game that he has not thé lawful right to kill,” and 

. to kill ground game “otherwise than between the 
®xpiration of one hour after sunset and the commence- 
ment of the last hour before sunrise.” It may be observed 

t the Welsh Land Commissioners did not recommend 





extension of the Ground Game Act of 1880 to winged 


ion Commissioners of 1897 ~ 
ed that the rights of occupiers to compensation 


game, but the Agricultural 
rin sa their holdings b ed by adjoini 
for damage to their holdi game preserved by adjoining 
owners or occupiers, as well as by — preserved by therr land- 
lords or the shooting tenants, should be recognized and defined, 
and made enforceable by as simple and inexpensive means as 
possible, and stated that there had been many complaints 
against ‘shooting tenants,” as distinguished from landlords 
and their friends. Any legislation which could throw an 
obligation to compensate upon the former, as distinguished from 
the latter, would seem to be fair. 

The fourth clause proposes to give ‘freedom of cropping” as 
follows : 

‘‘ Notwithstanding the provisions of any contract of tenancy or 
agreement respecting the mode of cultivation, cropping, or dis 
of produce (other than an agreement or contract not to b up 
permanent pasture), or imposing any penalty, forfeiture, or liability 
in respect of the same, a tenant shall have full right to cultivate, 
crop, or dispose of the produce of his holding without incurring any 
such penalty, forfeiture, or liability, provided he shall have made adequate 
provision to protect the holding from injury or deterioration.” 

As far back as 1882, the Richmond Commission reported 
against the more restrictive of the cropping covenants which are 
to be found in the older leases and agreements, or in newer 
leases which have been, far too often, copied verbatim from the 
older ones. The proposed interference with freedom of contract 
is great, and the proviso intended to mitigate its severity is 
extremely vague. How is it to be enforced against the tenant? 
If by injunction, we shall have the courts flooded with applica- 
tions by landlords against tenants to prevent the impoverishment 
of the holdings. 

The sixth clause limits the right of distress to one year’s 
arrears ‘‘ notwithstanding that,” as now by section 44 of the Act 
of 1883, “‘ according to the ordinary course of dealing between 
the landlord and tenant the payment of the rent of the holding 
has been allowed to be deferred” until the expiration of a 
quarter or half a year: see Ex parte Bull, Re Bew (35 W.R. 455, 
18 Q. B. D. 642). On this point we think that most of our 
readers will agree with the Welsh Land Commission that 
‘‘the balance of advantage to the agricultural community is in 
favour of the landlords retaining the limited power of distress 
for rent which they at present possess.” 

The seventh clause dispenses with notice to, or consent of, the 
landlord, as now required by the Act of 1900, in the case of 
laying down permanent pasture, ‘repairing buildings, roads, 
bridges, watercourses, ponds, wells, or reservoirs or works for 
the application of water power or supply of water for agricul- 
tural or domestic purposes,” or the planting of fruit or asparagus 
and similar vegetables. This would tend towards enabling the 
tenant to obtain excessive compensation by excessive improve- 
ments, impoverishing the landlord. 

The eighth clause provides that : 

‘‘ Every contract of tenancy entered into after the commencement 
of this Act shall contain a record of the condition of the buildings, 
fences, roads, drains, and cultivation of the holding, and at any time 
during a tenancy existing at the commencement of this Act either 
party may require the record to be made by an arbitrator appointed 

y the Board of Agriculture. The cost tobe borne by the landlord.” 

Hence it would appear that every farming agreement made 
after the Act must be in writing. It will be observed that the 
provision for periodical revision of the record is retrospective. 
We cannot understand why, if it be wanted at all, the landlord 
should pay for it. 

Such is the Land Tenure Bill, which has been described by a 
party organ as ‘“‘a real attempt at protecting the tenant in the 
work of his hands.” We should prefer to describe it as a Bill 
to amend the Agricultural Holdings Acts in the direction of 
converting the landlord into the owner of a rent-charge; and we 
hope that the powers of amendment, which Sir Eowaap Srracuey 
reserved on behalf of the Government, will be liberally and 
considerately exercised. 








I have just had occasion, says a correspondent of the Dwily Mail, to sue 
a man in Scotland for £6 odd. The costs, including execution, came to 
16s. 10d., and this sum consists of court fees and soliciter’s costs. In this 
country the court fees alone would have amounted to £1 Qs. 6d. in the 
** poor man’s court,”” 


~~ —e 
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Liability of Equitable Owners of 
Ships. 


Tue considered judgment delivered on Monday by Purturmorg, 
J., in Von Freeden vy. Hull ( Times, 13th inst.) is very instructive 
with respect to the liability of equitable owners of shares in a 
ship to contribute to the expenses incurred on behalf of the ship 
by the managing owner. Inasmuch as the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, provides for the registration of a managing owner of 
a ship, and provides also for the registration of the owners of all 
the shares in the ship, it would be natural, perhaps, to assume 
that the managing owner is held out to the world as authorized 
to incur liability on behalf of the other registered owners for 
the proper expenses of the ship. But it has been settled 
that this is not the case, and that though the managing 
owner has a primd facie authority to incur expense 
on behalf of the other registered part -owners, yet 
the register is not conclusive of such authority. It is a 
question of fact in each case, and if the authority has been 
withdrawn, or if under the circumstances it cannot be presumed 
to have been given, then the part-owner is not liable. “The 
law,” said Bowen, J., in Frazer y. Cuthbertson (6 Q. B. D., p. 97), 
‘‘ relating to the position and liabilities of registered owners of 
ships is tolerably clear. Shipowners, to begin with, are not 
necessarily partners. An owner’s liability or non-liability for 
necessaries supplied to a ship depends on the question whether 
the person who gave the order had his authority to give it. The 
register, no doubt, is evidence of thé ownership of the vessel, 
and the registered owner, until thé contréfy is shewn, may 
be presumed to be the employer of those who have the 
custody of her, and who are engaged in her navigation. 
But a part-owner, whether registered or not, has no power 
to bind the other owners without their assent. The question 
in each case is one of fact, whether he has had such authority 
committed to him, or if this is not in fact the case, whether he 
has been permitted to hold himself oufas armed with such 
apparent authority.” Such being the principle applicable to 
the liability of a registered part-owner, Bowen, J., held that a 
part-owner who had been registered aséuch, but who had taken 
the shares merely as security, and did not propose to have any 
interest as owner in the working of the ship, was not liable for 
necessaries supplied on the order of the managing owner. An 
advertisement, observed the learned judge, that a certain person 
is managing owner of a vessel means no more than that, as 
owner, he is intrusted by such of the owners as are interested in 
the ship’s employment to manage her affairs; and an entry 
under section 59 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 (which 
replaces section 36 of the Act of 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. ¢. 80) ), 
does nothing further. That section ‘nowhere creates new 
agents, new functions, new capacities, nor clothes existing agents 
with enlarged powers, A managing owner registered 
under the Act is no more and no less than a managing owner 
before the Act. He binds those whose agent he is, he binds 
nobody beside.” 


Thus, as to a registered owner, whi fs also the true owner, 
there is a presumption that the person charged with the actual 
management of the ship is‘authorized to navigate the ship on 
his behalf, and if he wishes to rebut this presumption he must 
take steps to withdraw this authority. Putsimorg, J., sug- 
gested in the present case that it might be necessary for him to 
express his dissent from the navigating of the ship by bringing 
an Admiralty action of restraint, but it was not necessary to 
decide the point. If, on the other hand, the registered owner 
is not the true owner—if his interest is such that he is not 
interested in the result of the voyage—then the presumption that 
the managing owner is his agent does not arise. This is the 
case with a registered owner who is in fact a mortgagee, and 
consequently he cannot bring an action of restraint: Zhe Innis- 
fallen (1. R. 1 A. & E.72). Inasmuch then as the court will go 
behind the register for the purpose of inquiring into the actual 
interests of the registered owners, and then inferring whether they 
have conferred upon the managing owner authority to navigate 
the ship, it has to be considered, conversely, whether it will go 
behind the register and ascertain the persons equitably entitled as 





true owners for the purpose of fixing them with liability. This was 
the question with which Paiiiiore,J., had to deal in the present 
case, and he held that the court would do so. “If,” he said, 
“the court can look behind the register and the bill of sale so 
as to discover that the legal owner is not the true owner and not 
liable, so it can look behind the documents, find the true owner, 
and make him liable. Or, in other words, if a ship is being 
sailed without the express dissent of any part-owner, every?part- 
owner is deemed to have authorized the voyage and must pay 
his share; and if A. B., who is on the register for one or more 
shares, escapes liability on the ground that he is a mere 
nominee, agent, or trustee, or on the ground that his interest is 
that of a mortgagee, then the nominator, principal, cestui que 
trust, or mortgagor must take his place.” 

But Paiimorg, J., recognized that as regards trustee and 
cestui que trust a distinction must be taken according to the 
nature of the trust. A trustee who is concerned in the adminis- 
tration of the trust estate cannot avoid liability in regard to 
shares in ships any more than he can in regard to other pro- 
perty. The ship is worked, just as other property is held or 
used, for the benefit of the beneficiaries, but the liability is on 
the trustee, who assumes the position of owner. Hence the 
learned judge held that in ascertaining whether persons were 
equitable owners so as to be liable for the expenses of the ship, it 
was not enough to say that the ship was in fact sailed for their 
benefit. And he instanced the case of an executor. “An 
executor who comes on the register in lieu of his testator, 
and allows the ship to sail, receives the profit for the 
legatees; and the ship in that sense sails for their 
benefit. But these legatees could not be sued directly 
by the other part-owners. The executor would have to 
be sued, and would in turn indemnify himself out of the estate 
if there were sufficient. So if shares were held by trustees of a 
marriage settlement, or by atrustee in bankruptcy, or under a 
deed of assignment for the benefit of creditors.’”” These are cases 
in which the executor or trustee is in effect the owner of the 
shares, and though the income ultimately goes for the benefit of 
a legatee or cestui que trust, yet the management of the property 
is in the legalowner. In the case of mortgagee and mortgagor 
the case if different. The mortgagee may be the legal owner, but, 
until he chooses to go into possession, the management of the pro- 
perty and the right to receive the income isin the mortgagor. And 
Puitiimorg, J., placed in the same class any equitable owner who 
was incidentally and immediately entitled to call for a transfer 
of the property. To make an equitable owner liable, 
‘‘there must,” he said, “be such a state of things that 
the court can see that there is some share which the trustee 
has got, and which the true owner can either unconditionally or 
upon redemption by payment of a fixed sum call upon the 
trustee to assign to him out and out. Where, however, the so- 
called trustee merely has a duty to find a share when the agreed 
conditions are complied with, or where there is a mere con- 
tractual relation as to the profits, or where the trustee has active 
duties to perform, while behind him there are persons who have 
various beneficial interests in the profits, there is no equitable 
ownership, and the so-called trustee is the owner.” ‘This goes 
very near to saying that, to render the equitable owner liable, 
his trustee must be a ‘‘ bare trustee.” 

The circumstances to which Purixrmorg, J., had to apply the 
above principles revealed an interesting example of shipping 
finance. Toa considerable extent shipbuilding depends upon 
the extent to which the shipbuilders are willing to accept 
deferred payment. If the sixty-four sixty-fourth shares of the 
ship belong to a company, then the builder frequently receives 
a certain part of the price in cash and takes the company’s 
acceptances for the remainder. These are secured by a mort- 
gage of the entire ship, and are paid off ‘by instalments, the 
portion not due to be paid off being renewed each six months. 
The acceptances are discounted by the builder with his bank 
or with a discount house, and in this manner a large part of 
the capital invested in the shipbuilding trade is found. If the 
ship , not belong to a company, then it has to be dealt 
with in shares. The owner for whom it is built may be 
allowed by the builder to hold the shares which represent 
the cash instalment of the price free from incumbrances, 
while the’ other shares are retained by the builder, 
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Correspondence. 


The Licensing Act, 1904, 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—In accordance with the provisions of Schedule I. to this Act, 
the charge provided for by section 3 (1) is to be on ‘‘ the annual value 
of the premises to be taken as for the purpose of the publican’s licence 
duty.” In acase which has just come under my notice, the charge 
has been imposed by quarter sessions on the poor rate assessment, 
which is, of course, an assessment made on the footing of the premises 
being licensed premises. It seems to me, however, that this is wrong, 
and ultra vires, for the Act of 1872 provides that, for the purposes of 
the publican’s licence duty, the annual value is to be ascertained by 
reference to the letting value of the premises as unlicensed premises, or, 
in the words of the Act itself, as if ‘‘ no licence were granted in respect 
thereof.” 
I have not been able to trace any later Act altering this definition of 
annual value for the purpose of the publican’s licence duty, and if any 
such Act exists, I should be obliged if any reader of your journal 
would kindly refer me to it. 
Schedule I. refers to the ‘‘ annual value” for a particular purpose, 
and this must, I take it, mean annual value for that purpose as defined 
by statute, and not the annual value on which the revenue authorities 
have, rightly or wrongly, actually charged the publican’s licence duty. 


In the case before me the respective annual values of the premises, as 


licensed or non-licensed premises, are £350 and about £100. 


If my contention is right, the matter is of considerable importance 
to landlords from whose rents deductions may, under the Act, be 


claimed by their tenants, especially as, as I am informed is the case, 


the course adopted by quarter sessions in this particular case is the one 


being adopted by quarter sessions generally. 
68, Aldersgate-street, London, E.C., March 9. 


W. Kemp-WELCcg. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re DUNSANY’S SETTLEMENT. NOTT v. DUNSANY. 
7th March. 


Maneiack SerrLeMeNT—AFTER-ACQUIRED Prorverty. 


This was an appeal from a judgment of Kekewich, J. It appeared that 
a marriage settlement contained a covenant that if, during coverture, the 
wife, or her husband in her right, should become seised or possessed of or 
entitled to any realty or personalty at the same time and from the same 
sources, either in possession, remainder or expectancy, they would vest the 
same in the trustees. During coverture the wife became entitled in 
remainder to an estate tail, and it was held by Kekewich, J., that the wife 
could not be compelled to convey to the trustees. The trustees appealed. 

Cotiins, M.R., said, in dismissing the appeal, that it was admitted that 
the wife could not convey the estate tail; she was not bound to convey the 
fee simple nor the life estate to the trustees because an estate tail was a 
whole and not made up of a life estate and remainders over.. The cove- 
nant in the settlement did not apply owing to the nature of an estate tail. 

Romex and UCozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, Upjohn, K.C., 
and Beaumont ; Lawrence, K.C.,and Popham. Soxicrtors, Woodcock, Ryland, 
§ Parker, for Preston & Francis, Bournemouth, 


[Reported by Hexnzy Steruen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |] 
Re EDWARDS, JONES v. JONES. No. 2. Ist March. 
Witit—Cossrnvucrion—Gut ro Crass Wo Suatt Arrain Twenty-one— 
Gurt Ovex in tHe Event or Deata Wirnovt Leavine Any CuiLpREen 


Survivinc—Cui.p Svnvivine Testaror Bur Dyrinc Unver Twenty-one 
—Vestep ox Contincent Girr—Inrestacy. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. Elizabeth Edwards 
made her will, dated the 20th of December, 1902, in numbered paragraphs. 
Paragraph 3: “I give all my property, both real and personal, to my 
trustees, in trust for my children or child who being sons shall attain the 
age of twenty-one years, or being daughters shall attain that age or 
marry, and if more than one in equal shares.’ ‘4, In the event of my 
death without leaving any children surviving me, I give all my property 
equaly between my brothers and sisters—namely, Peter Evan Jones, 
William Thomas Jones, Margaret Sarah Jones, and Agnes Ada Luff, in 
equal shares as tenantsin common.’ ‘The testatrix died, leaving one child 
only, who died in infancy, She left both real and personal property. 
Buckley, J., held that, having regard to the gift over in clause 4, the infant 
child who survived the testatrix took a vested interest. On appeal two 
questions were argued—(l) whether the decision of Buckley, J., was 
right on this point ; (2) if not, whether the gift over to the brothers and 
sisters took effect in the events that had happened, or whether there was 
an intestacy. 

Tue Covur (Corts, M.R., and Romex and Cozens-Hauvy, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal as to 1, and as to 2 held that there was an intestacy. 

Roxen, L.J.—As to the first point involved, speaking for myself, I feel 
en doubt. The words of the gift in clause 3 are perfectly clear, 

there is no potible ambiguity about them. The essence of the gilt 


No. I. 


——n 
is that only those children shall take who being sons attain twenty. 
one, or being daughters attain twenty-one or marry. No other gift, 
contemplated. How can clause 4 be said to throw any light upon the 
previous gift or to make that ambiguous which was perfectly clear? if the 
gift in the first instance was not perfectly clear—as, for instance, it hag 
been a gift to a class ‘‘as and when” they should attain s 
one—there would have been more ground for such a conten 

But, however that may be, such a contention cannot be supported in the 
present case. I think, therefore, the decision of the learned j 

on this point was erroneous and ought to be reversed. The second Point 
is not quite so clear. It is a sound rule that where clear words are used 
those words ought to be adhered to unless there is something in the context 
which shews that a contrary meaning ought to be given to them. I fing 
here clear words, and there is no sufficient context to shew that the testa. 
trix meant “‘ without leaving any children surviving me who may attain 
a vested interest.”? It is said that this interpretation will lead to an intes. 
tacy and that the court leans against an intestacy. But the words here 
are clear, and a testator may well intend to die intestate. When he makes 
a will he only intends to die testate so far as he expresses his intention jp 
his will. The only authority that the words are not to have their litera) 
meaning is a decision of Malins, V.C., in Kidman v. Kidman (40 L. J. Oh, 
359). That decision was based upon a decision of Kindersley, V.C., in R 
Wrangham’s Trusts (9 W. R. 156, 1 Dr. & Sm. 358). But if that judgment 
be looked at, it is really an authority for taking the words in their literal 
sense, and it is plain that Malins, V.C., misunderstood the language of 
the judgment in that case. Re Wrangham’s Trusts was followed in 
Walker v. Mower (16 Beav. 365). So faras the authorities go, therefore, the 
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balance of authority is in favour of giving the words their literal meaning, 
The result, therefore, is that in the events which have happened the gift 
over fails and there is an intestacy. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Cotitns, M.R., concurred.—Counset, Buckmaster, K.C., and Cruickshank ; 
Astbury, K.C., and P. F. Wheeler ; J. W. Greig. Soricrrons, Schultz § Son, 
for Gwilym James, Charles, § Davies, Merthyr Tydfil; F. Kinch, for Lloyd 
§ Pratt, Newport, Mon. 


[Reported by J. I. Sriztine Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
VILLAR, v. GILBEY. No. 2. 


“e 


28th Feb. 


Witt—Oonsrrauction—Devise to “Sons Bonn ry Tesratron’s Lireriog” 
—Divestinc CLause—CuHILD EN VENTRE 8A MERE. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported 53 W. R. 
658 ; 1905, 2 Ch 301). George William Rush, by his will dated the 22nd uf 
June, 1854, gave and devised certain hereditaments to his brother Alfred, 
Rush for his life, remainder to his brother's eldest son, Alfred George 
Anderson Rush, for life, with divers remainders in tail, remainder to his. 
brother’s second son, George Alfred Gordon Rush for life, with, 
remainders in tail. And in default of such issue he gave and devised 
the same hereditaments unto the third, fourth, and every other son and: 
sons of the body of his said brother Alfred Rush, severally, successively,. 
and in remainder one after another according to priority of birth, and 
to the heirs of the bodies of such son and sons lawfully issuing. And the 
testator declared that any third or other son or sons of his said brother 
born in the testator’s lifetime should not take a larger interest in the said. 
estates than for life only, with remainder to his issue in tail. The testator 
died on the 18th of September, 1854. Alfred Rush, the testator’s brother, 
had six children, of whom the two eldest were the sons named in the will ; 
a third son, William Beaumorice Rush, was born on the %th of October, 
1854, some three weeks after the testator’s death ; a fourth son was bora 
some two years afterwards. The two sons of Alfred Rush named in the 
will were both dead, William Beaumorice Rush was still living, and the 
question was whether he was to bs deemed to have been, under the 
circumstances, ‘‘ born in the testator’s lifetime ’’ within the meaning of the- 
will. By adeed of February, 1905, duly enrolled as a disentailing assurance, 
the official receiver in William Beaumorice Rush’s bankruptcy had conveyed: 
the estates devised to William Beaumorice Rush to the plaintiff in fee simple. 
The defendant had purchased the life interest of W. B.. Rush and was- 
also the purchaser from Alfred Rush’s fourth son of the estates devised: 
to him by the will. In all dealings prior to the disentailing deed of 
February, 1905, ithad been assumed that the estate taken by W. B. Rush 
was an estate for life only. The plaintiff brought this action for a declara- 
tion that the estate taken by W. B. Rush was an estate tail and not an 
estate for life. Swinfen Eady, J., in a considered judgment, came to the 
conclusion that the words ‘ born in my lifetime ’’ must be taken in theie 
natural sense, and that W. B. Rush’s estate tail was not cut down to an 
estate for life, and he accordingly made a declaration to that effect as 
asked by the statement of claim. From this decision the defendant 
appealed. 

Tux Covrr (Cotims, M.R., and Romex and Oozuns-Hanvy, LJJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Romex, L.J.—A long series of cases has established that, for purposes 
of succession to property on an intestacy and for maay purposes in con- 
nection with wills and their construction, a chifl en ventre sa mere at 
particular time, who is subsequently born alive, is to be considered a8 
** living’ or ‘*born’’ at that time. ‘Thus, if the owner of an estate in fee 
simple dies intestate and there is a child en ventre sa mére at the date of the 
death who, if then born, would be heir, and that child is subsequently born 
alive, that child succeeds as heir, although in that particular case, owlug 
to the exigencies of the common law requiring a tenant to the praccipe, 
the child would not be entitled to the rents of the estate between 
the death of the intestate and the birth: Richards v. Richards 
(Johns, 754). In the case of intestacy as to personal estate, 4 child 





en vintre sa mére, eubsequently born alive, shares as if living at the date of 
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_Jimitation, and indeed so are some of the older authorities referred to 


' Original surname, and also to take, use, and bear the arms of Erle and 


Dunsany obtained the neceseary licence to assume the additional names 


> 





—_—— 
the death of the intestate : Wallace v. Hodson (2 Atk. 113). In case of a 
will, in the absence of any context negativing that view, under a gift to 
fhe children of A. “‘living” at a particular time (Doe v. Clarke, 2 H. Bl. 
399), or “ born ” at such time (Zrower v. Butts, 18. & St. 181), a child of 
A. en ventre sa mere at that time and subsequently born alive shares; 
and views to the contrary expressed by some judges are unsound. The 
reason was pithily put by Leach, V.C., in Trower v. Butts thus: “‘ Because 
the potential existence of such a child places it plainly within the reason and 
motive of the gift,” a reason which may well be applied to the provision in 
the will in the present case on which the question turns. Nor is the rule 
limited to cases where the gift is for the benefit of the child itself: 
Pearce v. Carrington (21 W. R. 729, 8 Ch. 969), Re Burrows (43 W. R. 
683; 1895, 2 Ch. 497). In Doe v. Lancashire (5 Dunn & East 49) it was 
decided under the old law that marriage and the birth of a posthumous 
child revoked a will made before marriage. Again, it has long been held, 
with regard to questions of perpetuity under a will, that a child en ventre sa 
mere at the time of the testator’s death, who is su uently born alive, 
must be treated as having been born alive at the testator’s death: Le 
Wilmer’s Trusts (51 W. R. 395 ; 1903, 2 Ch. 411). And in the Thellusson 
Act the Legislature was careful, with regard to accumulation by will from 
the death of the testator during minority, to provide that it might be 
during minority of any person ‘' living en ventre sa mére’’ at the death of 
the testator. ‘The question now arises what conclusion ought to be drawn 
from the very varied circumstances pointed out in which a child en venire 
wa mére ata given time and subsequently born alive has been treated as 
born at that time. Are these varied circumstances only to be treated as 
having given rise to decisions only establishing several isolated and different 
rales governed by no common principle; or is there not some general 
underlyiog principle to account for the varied decisions? It appears to me 
imppossible to suppose that there is no such general underlying principle. 
It cannot be said that the principle is limited to cases in which the benefit 
of the child is concerned. ‘The modern authorities are opposed to that 





above. What then is the general underlying principle? The full extent 
of it may be matter of doubt. But I am driven to the conclusion, from a 
consideration of the many varied circumstances I have referred to above, that 
the principle at any rate goes to this extent, that primd facie, in the absence 
of sufficiently weighty considerations to the contrary, for the purposes of 
devolution of property in connection with intestacies or wills, no distinction 
ought to be drawn between a child born at a particular time and a child 
at that time en ventre sa mére and subsequently born alive. In particular 
I think with regard to wills that they ought to be construed and given 
effect to without making any such distinction unless the context requires 
a distinction to be made. The only case which appears to militate against 
this view is Blasson v. Blasson (13 W. R.113, 2 De G. J. & 8. 655). That 
decision, amongst modern cases, stands alone and opposed to the general 
current of authority, and unless it can be supported on the of that 
particular will, [think it is not binding upon us and ought not to be followed. 
For not only is it opposed on principle to the general current of authority, but 
Lord Westbury bases his decision on the ground that ‘‘ the fiction or indul- 
gence of the law which treats the unborn child as actually born applies only 
for the purpose of enabling the unborn child to take a benefit which, if born, 
it would, be entitled to.’’ That ground, as the authorities shew, is unsound. 
The “indulgence of the law’’ is not so limited. I may add that Lord 
Westbury’s decision was generally regarded as having unsettled previously 
settled law. That being so, it appears to me that the principle I have 
indicated affecting the construction and effect of wills ought to be applied 
in the present case, unless there is something in the will, taken as a whole, 
to negative its application. Not only do I not find in the will now in 
question anything to negative the application the principle, but it 
appears to me that not to apply the principle would be to refuse to carry out 
the object of the testator to be gathered from his will, which appears to 
me to have been to settle his lands as strictly as the law would permit him. 
I cannot attach weight to the argument of the respondent’s counsel 
founded on the difficulty that might arise in some cases of proving the 
time of conception of a child. That difficulty existed in most of the 
humerous cases to which I have called attention. For these reasons I 
think the appeal should be allowed. 

Cozens-Haxpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the sime effect. 

Cor.ins, M.R , concurred.—Covnset, Warmington, K.C., Mick'em, K.C., 
and Wace ; Eve, K.C,., and Parker. So.rcrrors, Reed § Reed, for Reed § 
(., Taunton ; Baileys, Shaw, § Gillett. 

{Reported by J. I. Stizuixa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re MISS DRAX’S WILL. BARONESS DUNSANY v. SAWBRIDGE. ? 
Swinfen Eady, J. 2nd March. 


Wut — Name anv Anms Cravse — Forrerrurr Cravse — Occasions FoR 
Usinc Avorrep Namr 


Originating summons. The plaintiff was the Dowager Baroness Dunsany, 
Who in the year 1905 became tenant in tail in possession of certain heredita- 
ments appointed by the will in question. In that capacity she was, by a 
clause in the will, required within one year next after becoming so 
entitled to take and use in all deeds and writings to which she should be 
party or which she should sign, and upon all other occasions, the sur- 
uumes of Erle aid Drax either alone or in addition to and after her 


Drax. The will also contained a forfeiture clause which was to operate in 
the event of a failure to take or use such surnames or arms as aforesaid and 
n manner aforesaid. In accordance with the terms of the will, Lady 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





{Vol. 56.] 325 


and adopt the arms. In and informal correspondence and for 
social purposes she continued to sign and 

as before. The first question arising on 
forfeiture clause was applicable and would operate on failure to comply 
with the clause after the expiration of a year, and the second question 
was whether the use of her previous name without the adopted names in 
private correspondence and on visiting cards would work a forfeiture. 


Swinren Eapy, J., said that in his opinion the of the clause 
must be taken to bear the ordinary meaning of ‘‘ continuing”’ to use. He 
could not agree that it would be a sufficient performance of the direction 
to take the names just before the expiration of the year, and after the year 
never use them again. ‘The first question must be answered in the affir- 
mative. With regard to the second question, it would be observed that 
the clause required the plaintiff to use the names “in all deeds and writ- 
ings to which she shall be a party or which she shall sign.’’ In his lord- 
ship’s opinion, ‘‘ writings ’’ did not mean every letter, or extend to visiting 
cards ; it meant writings of a formal character, not being deeds, which 
she should sign. In compliance with the will her proper description in the 
case of legal instruments would be her full Christian name and surname 
with the addition of her title. The clause continued ‘‘and upcn all 
other occasions,’’ That must be taken to mean occasions upon which it 
was right and proper for her to use a surname, and could not apply to 
occasions on which it was unusual to employ a surname. Family corre- 
spondence and ordinary business letters, for example, would not constitute 
occasions where it would be neccssary to use the adopted names. The 
answer to the second question must, therefore, be in the negative.— 
CounsgL, J. F. Pupham; C. &. Bovill, Soxscrrons, Woodcock, Rylands, § 
Parker, for Preston §& Francis, Bournemouth ; Routh, Stacey, § Castle. 
{Reported by F. Haxpixcez Daxsroy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law,} 


DAWSON », ISLE. Warrington, J. 6th and 7th March. 


Britt or Excuance—InporseMent To Bank ror Purrosses or Discounr— 
Prorerty 1n Bitt—Book Destr—Desrs Omirrep rrom Books, 


This was a special case stated by the referee in an action brought by the 
plaintiff for specific performance of a contract for the sale by him of 
certain shares in a tannery company, and the questions involved were 
(inter alia): (1) Whether a certain bill of exchange received by the tannery 
company and indorsed by them to their bankers for the purpose of dis- 
couuting should be regarded as a book debt of the company at the time 
when the contract was entered into? (2) Whether certain debts due to the 
company but not actually appearing in their books were to be treated as 
book debtsof the company at the time when the contract was entered into? 
By an agreement dated the 27th of February, 1905, the plaintiff agreed to sell 
to the defendant c-rtain preference and ordinary shares in the Meersbrook 
Tannery (Limited), ata price to be fixed as therein mentioned. The price as 
fixed by the agreement was to include (inter alia), ‘‘ the amount of the book 
debts due to the company (less the discounts), such debts to be taken as good 
at the amounts standing in the company’s books,” with the exception of 
certain bad debts due to the company, and deducting from the amount 
so found certain specified sums, and “the amounts due from the 
company in respect of trade liabilities (less discounts) and loans. . . .”” It 
appeared that a certain bill of exchange for £600 was received by the 
company in the ordinary course of trade, and, having been indorsed by 
the company, was handed by them to their bankers on the 22nd of 
February, 1905. It was the custom of the company in the ordinary course 
of its business to hand to its bankers bills of exchange received from 
customers, and for its bankers to discount them. On the 28th of February, 
1905, the bankers credited the company’s account in their bank 
pass-book with the amount of the bill, and on the same date 
debited their account with the discounting charges. The defendant 
claimed before the referee that on the 27th of February the 
bill of exchange for £600 was either cash in hand or at the company’s 
bank, and that, therefore, according to an order made by consent in the 
action, it should not be included in the amount of the book debts of the 
company as ascertained under the agreement of the 27th of February, 1995. 
At the hearing of the special case it was contended on behalf of the 
plaintiff that the bill in question was a book debt of the company until it 
had been discounted on the 28th of February, and that until that date 
the £600 for which the bill was drawn was not either ‘‘ cash in hand or at 
the bank.’’ Re Sevens (1888, W. N. 110) was cited in support of this con- 
tention. For the defendant it was argued, on the authority of Er parte 
Schofield, Re Firth (27 W. R. 925, 12 Ch, D. 337), that the bill became 
** cash in hand or at the bank’’ at the time when it was indorsed and 
handed to the bank by the company—viz., on the 23rd of February, 1905, 
and that therefore, accurding to the order made in the action, it was not a 
book debt of the company ; Giles v. Perkins (9 East 12) was also cited in 
support of this contention. 


that a bill paid by a customer under such circumstances is credited to the 
customer in the ledger account of the firm with whom he is dealing, and 
so far an end is put to the book debt. But the debt on the bill itself 
still remains because it remains a “‘ bill receivable,’’ and Re Stevens is an 
authority for the proposition that a “*‘ bill receivable” constitutes a book 
debt. Giles v. Perkins is a stronger authority for the proposition that the 
property in the bill passed to the bank by indorsement than this case, 
because there the bank’s customer was credited immediately with the 
here the coin were not so credited, at any rate until after the date of 
the agreement. In Ex parte Schofield the bills were indorsed to 

not for discount or collection, but as security for money received, and that 
is suflicient to distinguish it from the present case. I think that until the 
bill was properly discounted it remained a debt owing to the company and 


i 








was the property of the company. That being so, 1t was a book debt upon 


Wanxnuinoron, J., after stating the facts as above, proceeded: It is true 
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the authority of Re Stevens, and should have been taken into account in 
ascertain 


ing the amount due under the agreement of the 27th of Febr 4 
1905. With regard to the debts owing to the company and not actually 
appearing in their books, the fact of omission does not necessarily cause 
the debt to cease to be a book debt, and the circumstances relating to the 
debts might considerably affect the question whether they were book debts 
ornot. This point must therefore go back tothe referee to ascertain what 
particular debts were owing.—CovnsgL, Cave, K.C., and Hollis Walker ; 
A Terrell, K.C., and Greig. Soticrrors, Andrew, Wood, Purves, § Sutton, 
for Andrew § Thompson, Lincoln; Miller § Smiths, for Clitherow § Son, 
Horncastle. 
[Reported by E. Wave.t Rivags, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
SUCKLING v. PARKER. Div. Court. 8th March. 


Sate or Foop anp Drues—Apvutteratep Mitk—Awnatysis By Oom- 
MISSIONERS OF INLAND Revenvuz A ConpDITION PreceEDENT—ANALYSIS 
ImposstsLe Torovues No Fautt or Appiicant—Sa.ze or Foops anp Drugs 
Acts, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), ss. 9, 14, 21, 22; 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 
51), 8. 21. 


Case stated by one of the magistrates of the police-courts of the 
metropolis. On the 14th of April, 1905, a complaint was preferred by 
Thomas Parker (hereinafter called the respondent) against Alfred Suckling 
(hereinafter called the appellant), under section 9 of the Sale of Foods 
and Drugs Act, 1875, charging the appellant with having on the 9th of 
April sold an article of food —to wit, milk, which was injuriously affected 
in its quality, substance, or nature by being altered, by there being 12 per 
cent. less than the proper proportion of butter fat, without making the 
proper disclosure to the respondent. On the said morning a pint of the 
milk was purchased by the respondent of an employee of the appellant, 
who then informed the employee that he was an inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, and that the said pint of milk had been purchased 
for analysis, and that it was his intention to have e same 
analyzed by the public analyst. The respondent thereupon, 
in accordance with the provisions of the Act, divided the 
said milk into three parts, each of which parts he poured out into a 
separate bottle. He then placed in each of the said bottles a cork. Upon 
each cork the respondent placed a seal, and upon each of the said bottles 
he placed a mark. The respondent delivered one of the said bottles to 
the employee, and retained the other two bottles, one of which he subse- 
quently sent for analysis, the other of which he retained. At the hearing 
of the complaint the certificate of the public analyst was produced to the 
magistrate, and such certificate shewed that the sample submitted to the 
said analyst was deficient in butter fat to the extent of 12 percent. The 
appellant’s solicitor called for the production of the third sample, which 
was not then in court, but was subsequently produced. Upon the sample 
being produced, it appeared that the cork had been partly forced out of 
the bottle. The solicitor contended that the said sample had not been 
sealed or fastened up lin accordance with section 14 of the 1875 Act, 
and that no conviction could therefore follow. The objection was over- 
ruled, and at the requesi of the appellant the said bottle was duly sent to 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue for analysis, and the case was 
adjourned for their report. At the adjourned hearing of the said 
complaint a letter from the said commissioners was produced, 
in which it was stated that an examination of the bottle shewed 
that the cork was loose and portions of dried fat and milk was 
adhering to the outside of the bottle and the paper wrapper, and that 
under the circumstances a satisfactory examination of the milk was not 
possible, and that the analysis could not therefore be carried out by the 
department. The appellant's solicitor contended that when (as in this 
case) a request had been made for the analysis of the third sample, such 
an analysis was a condition precedent that must be fulfilled before the 
court could convict. The court found on the facts that the said milk was 
milk from which a portion of thecream had been removed, and convicted 
the appellant, but stated this case. Section 21 of the 1899 Act provides: 
‘* The justices or court referred to in section 22 of the Sale of Foods and 
Drugs Act, 1875, shall, on the request of either party under that section, 
cause an article of food or drug to be sent to the Commisioners of Inland 
Revenue for analysis. . . .’’ Counsel for the appellant contended that 
section 21 was imperative, and if the analysis was not produced the prosecu- 
tion failed. The case was covered practically by Lowery v. Hallard (22 
T. L R. 186), where it was held that the three samples must each be in 
sufficient quantity to permit of an analysis. That actual case had arisen 
in Scotland, where in Hutchi v. St (4 Fr. 69), it was held that, the 
bottle containing the third sample having been broken, there could be no 
conviction. 

Tue Covrr (Riviey and Dar.ina, JJ.) held the conviction good if the 

was not negligent. 

Rivtey, J., in the course of his judgment, said that section 21 did not 
necessarily refer to the third sample ; it said “an article of food.’’? The 
Scotch case could be distinguished on the ground that there the third 
sample could not be produced as required by section 21 of the Act of 1875; 
but in the present case it was produced, but not in a condition in which it 
could be analyzed. If without fault an analysis could not be taken by the 
Government analyst, a conviction was good on the merits. The case must 
go back to the magistrates for a finding of fact whether the bottle was 
corked properly or not. If it were not corked properly, one of the con- 
ditions of section 14 of the 1875 Act was not fulfilled as in Lowery v. 
Hallard.—Covunsut, Clarke Hali; Bethune. So.sorrons, W. 7. Ricketts ; 
Hortin. 
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that the appellants, the Hornsey Borough Council, sought to recover from 
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MADDEN v. RHODES. Div. Court. 8th March. 


Trape Union Law—Wiurutty Wiranotp—CaiminaL Minp —Brancg 
Unton—Trave Union Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vier. c. 31), s, 12, 


Case stated by one of the Metropolitan police magistrates. A summons 
was issued under section 12 of the Trade Union Act, 1871, by the appellant 
on behalf of the Amalgamated Society of Tailors and Tailoresses, a 5 
registered as a trade union under the said Act, against the respondents ag 
trustees of the West-end branch of the said trade union, complaining that 
they being officers of the said trade union having in their possession certaip 
moneys, securities, books, papers, and other effects of the said trade union 
wilfully withheld the same. A copy of the existing rules of the society accom. 
panied the case. A —— committee of management of the society, termed 
an executive council, is elected bya conference of delegates of branches which 
meets periodically. Each branch of the society is ‘‘to appoint its own 
officers and conduct its own business in accordance with rules.” A dispute 
having arisen between the said executive council and the said West-eng 
branch in respect of the duties and appointment of an officer (not 
mentioned in the rules) referred to as the out-collector of the Weat- 
end branch, the conference of the 10th of August, 1904, resolved 
“That it be an instruction from the conference that the out-collector 
of the West-end branch must make members and take contributions 
for all branches of the West London district and such other branches 
as the executive council may direct, but no collector can be appointed 
without the consent of the executive council.’’ On the 28th of April, 1905, 
the executive council, reciting the continued refusal of the West-end 
branch to perform the duty imposed upon it by the above resolution, 
demanded “‘ the resignation of the branch officers and committee and the 
appointment of loyal members of our amalgamation,’”’ and further author. 
ized the appointment of another general trustee to proceed to the West-end 
branch and “to compel the trustees of that branch to deliver up all 
moneys, books, documents, and all property of whatever description held by 
them in trust for the Amalgamated Society of Tailors and Tailoresses,” 
The West-end branch replied with the following unanimous resolution, 
‘*This meeting of members of the West-end branch of Amalgamated Society 
of Tailors and Tailoresses having considered the present situation in all its 
bearings, are satisfied that the branch officials have done nothing to justify 
the action of the executive council, and hereby demand the withdrawal 
of all adverse resolutions against the branch, and the acknowledg- 
ment of Mr. Willis’s position as collector ; failing which, we authorize 
the officers and committee to withdraw the branch from the Amal- 
gamated Society of Tailors and Tailoresses, and pledge ourselves to 
support such action in any and every possible way.’’ It was admitted 
that there was no fraud or criminality. The magistrate therefore 
dismissed the summons, and stated this case. Section 12 of the Trade 
Union Act, 1871, provides: ‘‘ If any officer, member, or other person being, 
or representing, himself to bea member of a trade union registered under 
this Act . by false representation or imposition obtain possession 
of any moneys, securities, books, papers, or other effects of such trade 
union, or having the same in his possession, wilfully withhold or fraudu- 
lently misapply the same, or wilfully apply the same to purposes other than 
those expressed or directed in the rules of such trade union, or any part 
thereof, the court of summary jurisdiction for the place in which the regis- 
tered office of the trade union is situate, upon a complaint made by any person 
on behalf of such trade union, may, by summary order, order such officer. . .” 
Counsel for the appellant argued that unless there was a remedy 
under section 12 there would be no remedy at all, as section 4 took away 
the civil remedy between members, aud section 9 only applied to actions 
brought by or against strangers. The magistrate decided the case on the 
authority of Barrett v. Markham (L. R. 7 C. P. 405), a decision under 
section 24 of the Friendly Societies Act, 1855, where Wills, J., held that 
the ‘* withholding ’’ must import under fraudulent circumstances. But in 
the Act of 1855 there was no corresponding section to section 4, and section 
22 definitely gave a civil remedy in such a case as the present. 

Tue Court (Lord Atversrong, C.J., and Ripney and Dar.ine, JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 

Lord Atvenrstone, C.J., said in the course of his judgment that the 
principle laid down in Barrett v. Markham was applicable. The wilfully 
withholding must be under circumstances importing misconduct. He did 
agree that there was not aclvil remedy under section 9; section 4 did not 
apply to the present case, which was not a dispute between members, but 
between the trade union and a branch of the trade union. J 
Riptey and Dargumne, JJ., concurred.—Counser, M. Shearman, K.C., 
and Edmond Browne; Hermann Cohen, Sourcrrors, Pattinson § Brewer; 
Andrews § Andrews. 


[Reported by Mavuaiog N. Davcquen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HORNSEY BOROUGH COUNCIL v. BIRBECK FREEHOLD LAND 
SOCIETY. Div. Court. 7th March. 


Loca, Government—Recovery or Expenses Unper Puntic Heatran Act— 
Jvunispiction or Locat Avutuority Ovrsipe Disrrict—Pouniic Heart 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr, c. 55), 8. 150. al 


This was a case stated by the justices of Highgate, and raised an 
point under the Public Health Act. It appeared from the case 


ents, the Birbeck Freehold Land Society, £72 as an apportioned 
nses incurred by the appellants in the execution of certain 
Birbeck-road 


te’ borough and urban district of Friern Barnet was 





[Reported by Mausicz N. Davcquen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
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“Whenever it becomes necessary for a local authority to enter . . . any 
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———— 
ts’ borough and the footpath on the north side is in the urban 
‘ot of Friern Barnet. The respondents were the owners within the 
of the Public Health Act, 1875, of premises abutting on the 
on the north side of the road within the urban district 
af Barnet, and these premises were wholly within this urban 
district. In July, 1903, the appellants, purporting to act under 
gnd in pursuance of section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, caused 
notices to be served on the respondents in respect of the premises, requiring 
them to make up the parts of the road within the appellants’ borough, but 
the work was not done. The work required by the notice to be done com- 
work to the carriage-way and to the footpath over the south side, 
ange not comprise sewering or any work to the footpath on the north 
side. The notice was served on the owners of —_— abutting on the 
side of the road as well as on the respondents. The work was not 
executed by the owners, and the respondents carried out the work them- 
selves. The expenses amounted to £947, of which £737 was attributable 
tothe carriage-way, and the remainder, £210 to the footpath on the south 
side of the road. The appellants’ surveyor apportioned the £210 among 
the owners of the premises abutting the south side, and he apportioned the 
£737 among'the owners of all the premises, whether on the north or south 
side, including the respondents. The respondents’ share of the £737 was 
£7. Notice of the apportionment was served on the respondents, and the 
$12 was duly demanded, but was not paid. About the same time that the 
notices were served and the work executed by the appellants to the carriage 
way and footpath the Friern Barnet Urban District Council served notice 
section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, with reference to the foot- 
path on the north side, and themselves executed the necessary works, and the 
were apportioned on the owners of the premises on the north 
side only, including the respondents, who paid to the Friern Urban Dis- 
trict Council the amount so apportioned. There are soil and surface water 
sewers running through that part of the road which was within the borough 
of Hornsey. ‘These sewers form part of the main drainage system of the 
borough and are vested in the appellants. The houses on the south side 
of the road drain into the sewers. ‘Che houees on the north side of the road, 
within the Friern Barnet Urban District Council, drain into a sewer which 
was recently constructed by the Friern Barnet Urban District Council 
at the request and cost of the owners on the north side. On behalf of the 
al ts itwas contended that section 150 of the Public Health Act gave 
em jurisdiction to do the work and recover the cost. Counsel cited Wake- 
field Local Board v. Lee (1 Ex. 336). On behalf of the ap ts reliance was 
placed on R. v. Warner (27 L. J. M. C. 144) as shewing that the respondent’s 
premises were outside the jurisdiction of the appellants. 

Tue Court (Lord Atversrone, C.J., and Rmizy and Darurne, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstone, C.J.—In my opinion the magistrates were right. 
The broad principle laid down by R. v. Warner was the authority of one 
district should not charge or tax the inhabitants of another. The appel- 
lants have failed to shew that they had any power to do so, and this appeal 
therefore fails.—CounseL, Macmorran, K.C., and Jenkins ; Alex. Glen, Ko, 
and Naldrett. Soxicrrors, L. J. Tatham; Rubinstein § Co. 

[Reported by Aan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


BOWER v. CLARK. Div. Court. 8th March. 


Locan Aurnorrry—Norice to Exrcurs Worxs—Omission To Do So— 
Enrry sy Locat Aurnorrry WitrHout AN ORDER OF JUsTICES—TRESPASS 
—Pusuic Heatran Acr, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 36, 305 


Case stated by the justices acting in and for the fétty sessional division 
of Droxford, inthe county of Southampton. A complaint was preferred by 
the respondent Clark on behalf of the Droxford Rural District Council 
against the appellant, Alfred Bower, alleging that the said council on the 
l8thof February, 1905, in accordance with the provisions of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, caused to be executed certain works—to wit, the erection of three 
additional privies on the premises at Green-lane, Hambledon, within the 
district of the said council, and had incurred expenses to the amount of 
49 10s. in the execution of the said works, and that the said council, on 
the 29th day of April, 1905, duly served on the said Alfred Bower a notice 
in writing demanding payment of the said sum, and that the said sum, or 
any of it, had not been paid to the said council, and that there was 
due by the said Alfred Bower to the said council the said sum of £9 10s. 

otices required by section 36 were duly served on the 4th and the 26th of 
May, 1904, calling upon the appellant to do the work, and on the 15th of 
October, 1904, the council gave notice that the council would do the neces- 
sary work and charge the expenses to the appellant. In answer to that 
notice of the 15th of October, the solicitor wrote on the 20th of 
October, 1904, giving notice to the said council that any entry on 
the land of the appellant would be treated by him as a trespass. 
On the 7th of February, 1905, the contractors to the said council entered 
upon the land, erected the privies at a cost of £9 10s., which was paid by the 
council. On the 29th of April, 1905, the said council served a notice 

anding payment upon the appellant. Previous to the said entry no 
application was made by the said council for any order under section 305 
set out below. The appellant contended that the obtaining of such an 
order was a condition precedent to the entry and recovering the expendi- 
ture. The justices ordered the appellant to pay the £9 10s. The case is 
Teported for the important dictum of the Lord ef Justice. Section 36 
Provides : “Tfa house . . . appears . . . to be without a sufficient 
the + privy . . . the local authority shall by written notice require 
Owner or occupier of the house . . . to provide a sufficient 
Privy. . . . Ifsuch notice is not complied with the local authority may 
_ » dothe work . . . and may recover in a summary manner 
m the owner the expenses incurred. . . .” Section 305 provides : 





land or premises for the purpose of making plans, surveying, measuring, 
taking levels, making, apts ae ee nie: » + + OMe 
the owner or occupier . . . refuses to permit the same to be entered 

. . the local authority may, after written notice, apply to a court of 
summary jurisdiction for an order auth the local authority to enter. 
- . .’ Counsel for the appellant contended that section 36 must be read 
with section 305. The respondent had no right to enter without the 
authority of the justices (Robinson v. Corporation of Sunderland), 1899, 1 Q. B. 
751), and not having fulfilled the statutory requirements could not recover. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstone, O.J., and Riptey and Dar.ine, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atversrong, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said : Although it 
‘was unnecessary for the purposes of the present decision he thought that 
section 305 did not apply to an entry uuder section 36, and people ought 
not to go in without obtaining the sanction of the magistrate where the 
owner or occupier refused permission. That was his opinion, although, not 
being necessary to the case, he could not hold itas a judicial decision. 
For the purpose of the present case. inasmuch as the local authority had 
actually done the work, the appellant must pay for it, and the application 
must be dismissed. 

Rivtzy and Darune, JJ., concurred.—Counset, Charles ; Simon. 
Soxicrrors, G. Whitlock, Fareham ; Smith, Fawdon, § Low, for Clark, 
Bishops Waltham. 

[Reported by Maugicz N. Daucquer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 


New Orders, &c. 


The Aliens Act, 1905. 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department hereby gives notice, 
pursuant to section 3 (3) of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that on the 
9th instant, for the purposes of the Aliens Act, 1905, he made the following 
Order under section 8 (2) of that Act :— 

Whereas section 8 (2) of the Aliens Act, 1905, provides that the 
expression ‘‘immigrant ship ’’ means a ship which brings to the 
United Kingdom more than twenty alien steerage passengers, who 
are to be landed in the United Kingdom whether at the same or 
different ports, or such number of those passengers as may be for the 
time being fixed by Order of the Secretary of State ; 

And whereas by an Order, dated the 19th December, 1905, the number 
of those passengers was fixed at twelve ; 

And whereas it now seems to me expedient to revert to the number 
mentioned in the Act, that is to say twenty ; 

Now, I hereby withdraw the said Order. 

H. J, Guapstoneg, 
One of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State. 

Copies of the Order may be purchased at the Sale Office for Official 
Publications, Messrs. Wyman & Sons, Fetter-lane, E.C. 

Whitehall, 10th March, 1906. 











Law Societies. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law Society’s 
Hall on Thursday, the 8th inst., Mr. T. H. Gardiner in the chair. e 
other directors present were: Mr. C. Burt, Mr. S. J. Daw, Mr. T. Dolling 
Bolton, Mr. H. C. Nisbet, Mr. R. H. Peacock, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. 
W. M. Woodhouse, and the secretary. A sum of £128 was voted in 
relief of London solicitors’ widows and other applicants, sixteen new 
members were elected, and other general business was transacted. 





United Law Society. 


March 12.—The president, Mr. A. W. Richardson, in the chair.— 
Mr. Staplee Firth opened the resolution standing in his name, 
ma: '* hat all statutory restrictions relating to motor-cars should 
be abolished and the = left to their rights at common law.”” Mr. 
R. A. Gordon, of the Law Union Society, opposed the motion. After a 
considerable discussion the motion was lost by fifteen votes to three. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chan -lane, on the 14th inst., 
Mr. J. Roger B. Gregory in the chair, the other tors > being Su 
George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), A. Daven 
W. Dowson, A. H. Dymond (Exeter), 0. Goddard, W. H. Gray, W. G. 
cee O. G. May, W. Arthur Sharpe, R. 8. Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, 
Philip Witham, and J. T. Scott (secretary), A sum of £345 was 
distributed in grants of relief, five new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business was transacted. 








In the article on “ The Right of a Siang Baten to Sell Real 
Estate,” &c., printed last week, the reference to Lindley on Partnership, 
in the fifth paragraph, should be to page 379, instead of page 397. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupents’ Desatine Socrery.—March 13.—Chairman, Mr. J. E. C 


negative. 


was carried by five votes. 
Breuincuam Law Srvpents’ 


Phelps 


Socrery.—March 6.—Mr. 


door leading to his private apartments on the floor above. 


the ‘invitation is accepted. 


by Mr. Cox’s servant, Mary Ann. 
and is compelled to bring an action for damages against Mr. Cox. 


motion was declared lost by four votes. 
closed the proceedings. 








Companies. 


British Law Fire Insurance Co. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the British Law Fire Insurance Co. 
(Limited) was held on Friday, the 9th inst., at Cannon-street Hotel, 
Mr. H. Turron Norton (chairman) presiding. 

Mr. H. Fosrer Cutten (manager and secretary) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The CuarnMay, in moving the adoption of the report, said that the net 
premium income for the year was £83,208 and the gross premium income 
was only just a few hundred pounds short of £100,000, the net premium 
income being an increase of £3,682 over that of the previous year. This 
was less than the advance shewn for the year before, 1903, and he desired 
to explain the matter lest anyone should think that it was an 
indication of want of progress on the part of the company. For 
the purpose of keeping their books in a clear way the company 
had placed to their own private reinsurance account a substantial 
part of the risk of their old limits, thus taking themselves the benefit of 
the very excellent business they had been in the habit of giving away to 
other offices. The result had been so satisfactory that it had led to a very 
large increase in 1904 over 1903. Such a large increase had not been 
experienced in the following year, 1905, because they had had only the 
additional guaranteed business on home re-insurance account arising from 
new business. In the previous year they had hadan increase of the limits 
on all their éxisting business, and so satisfactory had been the result of 
this that they intended this year to somewhat increase the amount again, 
and they would re-insure themselves on their own risk and, as far as he 
could say at present, with similarly satisfactory results. The re-insurance 
business which they had given away to other offices was very much better 
than the business they were able to get from most of the other offices. The 
loss ratio of the business they gave away was about half the loss on the 
ratio of the business they got from other offices in exchange. The other 
offices were, however, in no way to blame for this, because it was the result 
of the way in which the business was done. Most of them were in the 
habit of entering into special contracts with foreign companies, the nature 
of which was that they had to give away a percentage of all the business, 
good, bad, and indifferent, which they took, and the effect was that the 
did not have left for reinsurance in English offices the best of their 
risks. The net loss of the past year, after adjusting the outstanding 
losses at the end of the year 1904, and allowing for reinsurances, was 
£29,248, and the loss ratio for the year was 29°2 per cent. He thought 
that was a matter of which they might well be proud. With regard to 
the accounts there was an available balance of £29,826, and the directors 
proposed to carry to reserve £10,000, which would bring the reserve up to 
£35,000. They also proposed to declare a dividend at the rate of 8 per 
cent. free of income tax, and, having regard to the exceptional profite of 
the year, a special bonus of 2 per cent. free of income tax, which would 
leave £9,526 to be carried forward. The board would also ask the sanction 
of the shareholders to the distribution of £1,000 as extra remuneration 

the staff. Consequent upon the exercise by the Indian Govern- 
ment of ite powers of purchase of two Indian railways, the securities given 
in exchange for those held in those railways did not stand so high as those 
for which they were exchanged ; but that been the common experience 
of those who had held securities guaranteed by the Indian Government. 
The board had thought it prudent to write off at once £948 in this 
connection, 


Adams,—The subject for debate was: ‘' That the increasing amount of 
municipal indebtedness is a serious menace to property holders.”’” Mr. 
A. B. Russell opened in the affirmative; Mr. E. B. Ames opened in the 
The following members also spoke: Messrs. Eves, Teatman, 
Croom Johnson, Pratt, Henderson, Singleton, and Krause. The motion 


Murray N. 
, LL.B., in the chair.—The following moot point was debated : 
*‘ Mr. Cox, the leading hatter in Mudbury, has at the back of his shop a 
Quite close to 
this is a flight of stone steps leading to the coal cellar, and ordinarily 
covered by a trap door which is fitted for the purpose in every respect. 
He invites his cousin, Mr. Box, to spend New Year’s Eve with him, and 
The next morning, as Mr. Box carefully 
descends to catch his train and passes through the shop, he falls down the 
cellar steps, the trap door covering of which had been carelessly left open 
Mr. Box sustains very serious injuries 
Will 
he succeed ?”’ ‘The speakers in the affirmative were Messrs. J. H. Gold, 
LU.B., E. Cripwell, C. H. Morgan, and W. Wright; and in the negative 
Messrs. J. D. H. Osborn, H. 8. Hall, 8. Gittings, G. H. J. Cowley, J. H. 
Round, J. J. Pritchard, and E. W. Tunbridge. After the openers on both 
sides had replied, the chairman summed up, and on a show of hands the 
A vote of thanks to the chairman 


Mr. W. Marruews seconded the motion, which was Unanimong 
to. 


A resolution was afterwards passed altering the articles of 
with the object of preventing any shareholder from acquiring a toty 
holding of more than 1,000 shares in the company. 





Equity and Law Life Assurance Society, 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The fifty-ninth annual general meeting of the Equity and Law Life 
Assurance Society was held on Monday at the Society’s house, Lincoly’ 
inn-fields, Mr. Czcru. Hy. Russexx (chairman) presiding. . 

Mr. W. P. Puexrs (actuary and secretary) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The Cuareman, in moving the adoption of the report, said he could ng 
but refer to the loss the Society had sustained in the death of one of its 
most efficient and able supporters, Mr. Geo. Rooper, who died las 
December at the great age of ninety-four. For sixty-one years Mr, 
Rooper had served the Society, first as a director, then as its solicitor, the, 
again as a director. He did not think Mr. Rooper had ever been absent 
from a general meeting, and he doubted if he had been absent from any 
Board meetings. Throughout the whole of his long career he had worked 
with the utmost energy and skill for the benefit of the society, and 
owed him a very great debt. He had lived to see the office which in its 
first published report announced a premium income of about £3,0() 
announcing in its last report a premium income of £336,000. The board 
remembered him with the kindliest feelings, not only for his great geniality 
and his unwearying knowledge and vitality, but with gratitude for the servioas 
which he had been able to render to the society. ‘Turning to the busines 
of the year, he was happy to say it had been very satisfactory, The 
number of policies issued was 661, which was ninety-seven more than for 
1904. Those policies assured gross sums of a little over £803,000, the 
average policy being £1,215. He did not wish it to be understood that 
the society looked with contempt upon policies of a smaller amount—they 
took them down to £100, but, as all who were connected with assurance 
matters were aware, it was more advantageous to have policies of higher 
amounts. Of that gross sum they had reassured about £125,000, leaving 
them with a net new business of £678,000; only twice during the existence 
of the society—namely, in 1892 and 1894—had that sum been exceeded, 
That business was owing principally to solicitors and to the society’s 
agents, to both of whom they were greatly indebted, and he was happy to 
say that the returns from the agents shewed a considerable increase over 
those of late years; and they had not been exceeded since 1898, The 
gross assurances now in force were a little over £11,000,000, and they had 
increased in the year under review by £374,000. Of course in every yeara 
certain number of risks ran off the books of the society, partly by surrenders, 
partly lapses, partly by the expiry of assurances against contingencies which 
did not happen, and partly by term assurances. The surrenders last year 
had been rather larger than usual, but this was generally the case in the 
first year of the quinquennium. Insurers who contemplated surrendering 
waited for the end of the quinquennium to get the benefit of the bonus. 
Taking all these causes of diminution iv the risks of the society, it was very 
satisfactory to find that it equalled only about 2 per cent. of the total sum 
assured at the beginning of the year, which was a very moderate figure, and 
they were entitled to congratulate themselves upon the result ; whilst he 
said that, they must not forget that these risks would run off in a future 
year, and therefore next year might not be so favourable, In the matter 
of claims the mortality had been very fairly favourable. Claims by death 
had been paid to the amount of a little under £196,000 assured under 120 
policies. The mortality had been well within the expectation, and of these 
120 policies fifty were on lives more than seventy years old, and twenty-five 
on lives more than eighty. The incidence of the claims was, of course, 
much more impoitint than the amount of the claims paid, for obviously 4 
sum of, say, £10,000 upon a life of seventy or eighty years gave a good 
profit, whereas £1,000 on a younger life might mean a loss to the society. 
Six annuities, amounting to a little over £1,000 a year, had ceased, and the 
result shewed a satisfactory profit. The profit from reversions was a little 
over £33,000, which was nearly equal to one-half the total profit realized 
in the last quinquennium, and was very satisfactory. ‘The rate of interest 
had slightly increased, and, excluding reversions, was at the close of the 
year £3 19s, 6d. per cent., a trifling improvement on the previous year, 
The reversions realized amounted to about 4°8 per cent. on the actual 
mean funds, that was the mean between the funds as they stood on the Ist 
of Jan and on the 31st of December, 1905. The increase in the funds had 
been £146,000, which was a very large figure for the first year of the quin- 
quennium, Stock Exchange securities stood at the price to which they 
had been written down at the last valuation, The values had not altered 
much, but such alteration as there had been was in an upward direction. 
Now came an item on which he thought they were entitled to congratulate 
themselves. Including the special expenses of the valuation at the end of 
last quinquennium, the business of the society had been transacted at a cost 
of 114 per cent. of the annual premium income, or slightly over 74 i 
cent. of the total income of the society. That he thought he was justi 
in saying was a very satisfactory figure. ‘The report in fact disclosed # 
very satisfactory year, on which they had every right to congratulate 
themselves, 

Mr. J. C, Devenuit seconded the motion, arid it was unanimously agreed 
to. 

On the motion of Mr, D. Prrcamy, seconded by Mr, Bexsanin Kison, the 
ees rectors were re-elected as follows : Sir Kenelm E. Digby, K.C.B., 
K.C., Mr. H. P, Bowling ‘Trevanion, and Mr, A, H. James. 





On the motion of Mr. J. W. Hawkins, seconded by Mr. Kisou, the 
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Sjtow—Mr. Edwin Waterhouse and Mr. J. Gumey Fowler for the 
proprietors and Mr. R. W. Dibdin for the assured—were re-elected. 

A vote of thanks to the directors was agreed to on the motion of Mr. 
Gnas. WIGAN, seconded by Mr, G. E. Cockram. who observed that it was 

forceful factor in the working powers of the society that, whilst the 
wey rate of expenses of all the assurance offices was from 13} to 17 
cent., the society’s rate was often much lower. This, of course, very 
wh added to the omcaterwacge | powers of the society. j 
mthe CuareMaN, in returning thanks, said he did think it satisfactory 
that the working expenses were kept so low. 

A vote of thanks to the auditors was adopted on the motion of Mr. J. W. 
How, seconded by Mr. G. L. Wuarety. 

The Cuaraman moved a vote of thanks to Mr. Phelps and the staff, 

ing that the society was admirably served in every department and 
the results were shewn in the report. They spoke for themselves. 

Mr. G. Txomrson Powe ti, who seconded, also said the society had a most 
gdmirable staff. It was Mr. Phelps and his colleagues who kept the 

solow. ‘They were very much less than those of other offices, in 

many of which they amounted to 15 per cent. He thought if this fact 

were known the office would have much more business, because it was 
ly to the interest of the assured that it should be so. 

Mr. Pxetrs, in returning thanks, said the society were accustomed to look 
for favourable reports, and the present was favourable in every department. 
As regarded the business, they were very well served by the inspectors, and 
it must be very gratifying to their able superintendent in the provinces to 
fndthat the returns there had so much increased. ‘The increase in the 
fands of £146,000 was far in excess of the increase in the first year of any 
quinquennium of the society. The increase of the last quinquennium was 
only £13,000. The society had always worked at very low expenses, y 
because they had discouraged, except for very good reasons, the payment 
of high commission. Leaving out the offices which did not pay com- 
missions, there were only about two offices, one being a purely class office, 
whose rate of expenses was lower than that of the Equity and Law Life. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman, moved by Mr. Hawxkns, terminated 


the proceedings. 








Obituary. 
Mr Haden Corser. 


Mr. Haden Corser, one of the Metropolitan stipendiary magistrates, died 
on Friday in last week. He was the son of Mr. Charles Corser, of Wolver- 
hampton, and was educated at Cheltenham College and Christ Church, 
Oxford. He was called to the bar in 1870 and practised in the Oxford 
Circuit. In 1888 he was appointed Recorder of Much Wenlock, and in 
the following year a Metropolitan stipendiary magistrate. At the time of 
his death he was the senior magistrate at the Worship-street Court. It 
has been said of Mr. Corser, remarks the Daily Telegraph, that in the 
exercise of his office and in the delivery of his judgments he never made a 
joke. Yet one lingers in the memory ofold habitués of the court. Two 
of the alien fraternity from Spitalfields had contested before him the 
incidents of an alleged assault, in which each had battered the other with 
a dead fowl seized from a handy stall. After sorting out the inevitable 
contradictions, Mr. Corser remarked that only one thing was clear, i.e., 
that the eo had used fowls as weapons of offence, and that neither 
had got the best of ‘‘the new battle of Dorking.’’ Speaking after the 
receipt of the news at Worship-street, Mr. Cluer referred to the loss 
which the court and bench of magistrates had sustained by the death of 
Mr. Corser. For nearly ten years they had worked together, and no one 
could have been more courteous, more upright, and more painstaking. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Hernerr Ceo. Grant and Harotyp Arravr Waurrrretn, solicitors 
Grant & Whitfield), 2, Coleman-street, London. Dec. 31. The said Herbert 
il Grant will carry on the business under the name Herbert Cecil Grant 

on his own account. [ Gazette, March 9. 


Tnomas Grr and Henry Groror Dunn, solicitors (Gee & Dunn), New- 
tastle-upon-Tyne. Oct. 17. The said Thomas Gee will continue to 
_— at 5, Mosley-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; the said Henry George 

nn will practise at 86, Pilgrim-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

[ Gazette, March 13. 





Information Required. 


Mrs. Saran Extew Wriittams, deceased. Any person having the 
custody of the Will of the above deceased, who died on the 24th of 
February, 1906, at No. 17, Hemberton-road, Clapham, 8.W., or who can 
give any information which may lead to its discovery, is requested to com- 
municate with Messrs. Carter & Swallow, solicitors, 61, Carey-street, 

cvln’s-inn, London, W.CO, 





General. 


The health of Sir James Mathew is stated to have materially improved 
g the past week, 





It is announced that Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence will be the Easter 
to sit at King’s Bench Judge’s 


Vacation Judge, and he has arran 
Chambers on Thursday, the 19th of , to hear summonses and urgent 
applications. 

The Solicitor-General was entertained at dinner on the 9th inst. at the 
Savoy Hotel by the members of his (Gonville and Caius, Cambridge) 


who are also members of the bar. Mr. Justice Joyce took the chair, and 
the master of the college was present as a guest. 

According to a Reuter telegram, the Pretoria News understands that the 
dignity of King’s Counsel has been offered to Messrs. Eeselen, Smuts, and 
Gregorowski, and to Mr. de Villiers, who was State Attorney of the Orange 
Free State. Mr. Gregorowski has declined the honour. The others are 
deliberating as to whether they shall accept it. 

Mr. Henry Taylor, F.8.A., solicitor, of Flint, has tendered his resignation 
of the town clerkship of Flint after serving for thirty-two years. Follow- 
ing the example of his predecessor, the late Mr. Bilis Eyton, M.P., in 
making a poe gift to the council, Mr. Taylor has presented an ebon 
rest for the ancient mace, with silver mountings, and engraved wi 
heraldic and other devices relating to past history of Flint. 

A puzzling question is, says the Evening Standard, exercising the United 
States Courts. A man named Sheerer, upon being told he was fatally ill, 
made provision for an unborn child. He died, and instead of one child 
twins were born. The will provided that the child, if a boy, should have 
two-thirds of the estate and the widow one-third ; if a girl, the child to 
have one-third and the widow two-thirds. What share will the twins, 
one a boy and the other a girl, have is the problem that the courts will have 
to decide. 

A famous Scottish judge, who thought that an advocate who was 
addressing him ought to adopt a grander tone, exclaimed, says a writer 
in the Globe, ‘‘ Declaim, sir ! hy don’t you declaim? 58 to me as if 
I were a popular assembly.” Salen Bacon is convinced that the dignity 
of the county court is impaired by the use of colloquial expressions in 
the speeches of counsel. ‘‘‘Turn up!’ Pray do not use such sli 
expressions,” remarked his Honour when a member of the bar employed 
the familiar phrase to infurm him that one of the parties had failed to enter 


an appearance. 

The writer of a work on ‘A People at School,”’ describing the results of 
the British annexation of Burmah, says that the Burmese cannot understand 
in a moment the complete system of criminal jurisprudence which has been 
perfected in India, and is founded on English Jaw, and they cannot take 
it with sufficient seriousness. They have little appreciation of an oath taken 
in a court of Jaw. A man will admit to you without a blush that he has 
lied in court ; but if you say to him, ‘“‘ How then can I tell if you are 
speaking the truth now? ”’ he will be pen bor ag ‘« A man to man speaks 
truth,”’ he will reply ; ‘‘ but in the courts, , it is different.” 

The University of Manchester is issuing advertisements for three new 
lectureships in the Faculty of Law. We are informed that this is the 
outcome of a proposed development of the University courses of legal 
education, which will make these courses embrace all the subjects required 
for the Intermediate and Final Examinations of the Law Bociety.. We 
understand that with this extension, which has been rendered possible 
owing to a new source of income having become available for the pur- 
pose, the courses of legal training at the University will include all the 
requirements for the examinations for the University law degrees as well 
as for the examinations for the bar and the Law Society. 

It has now been settled, says the Times, that no Parliamentary election 
petitions will be proceeded with before the Easter holidays. It was oes 
that the petition of Mr. Muir Wilson, the defeated Conservative candidate 
for the Attercliffe Division of Sheffield, against the return of Mr. Batty 
Langley, the sitting Liberal member, might be taken before Easter, but at 
a meeting which took place between Mr. Justice Grantham and the —. 
the idea was abandoned in consequence of the indisposition of Mr. ty 


Langley, the oy ey The Great Yarmouth e petition is the 
first one on the list, and as they are gen taken in the order in which 
they are set down it is very probable that petition will be the first ore 


taken after the holidays. 


The Limited Partnership Bill, introduced in the Upper House by Lord 
Avebury, on behalf of the Chambers of Commerce of the Unit d 
Kingdom, which stood for second reading on Th % its, says the 
Times, the formation of limited partnerships, provi that any such 
partnership contains one or more persons who 
shall be liable for all debts and obligations incurred in the usual course of 
the partnership business by or on behalf of the firm, and one or more 
persons, to be called limited partners, who ‘shall at the time of entering 
into such partnership contribute, or undertake to contribute, thereto a 
sum or sums as capital or property valued at a stated amount, and who 
shall not be liable for the debts or obligations of the tirm beyond the 
amount - a or a. AP gece ocr The BB goon must not 
contain the name any ted partner; every partnership 1s 

uired to be registered ; an advance of money fora share of the profits 
will constitute limited age fe a limited partner is allowed to inspect 
the books and advise ; the limited partnership must be for a fixed term ; 
and regulations are also included in regard to bankruptcy for partnership 
debts, the inspection of accounts, &e. 

Ss at a meeting of the Institute of Bankers, on the position of 
foreign banking and other companies in England, Mr. Harold G. Brown 
said that under the law of England n companies trading in this 
ocuntr one ed absolute freedom from ofany kind. In nearly 
all civili foreign countries he found that there were more or 
Jess stringent with which a British company had to comply before it could 
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commence to carry on business. In some of these countries the regulations 
were, in fact, almost prohibitive, and rendered it to all intents and pur- 
poses impossible for a British company to carry on business there. It 
might, of course, be argued that the granting of absolute freedom to 
foreign traders was an essential part of the commercial policy of England, 
and that to impose any restrictions upon them would not only be a com- 
plete reversal of that policy, but would injuriously affect our present 
commercial supremacy. He recognized that it was a matter of the first 
importance that we should not do anything which could in any way tend 
to discourage bond fide foreign traders, but he could not believe that the 
subjecting of foreign companies to regulations somewhat similar to those 
imposed English companies abroad would have any such effect. English 
trading companies had to use the word ‘‘limited’’ as part of their name, 
and, although it would not be practicable to enforce this provision upon 
foreign companies, he saw no reason why such companies should not be 
required tenotify publiclyinsome manner that they were trading with limited 
liability, if such were the fact. Again, there seemed be no good reason 
why .foreign companies should not be under the same obligations as 
English companies to have a registered office at which legal process, 
notices, &c., might be readily served. It might also be made compulsory 
for such companies to keep at this office copies of certain material docu- 
ments, such as their charters or other documents relating to their 
constitution, together with certified translations, if the latter were neces- 
sary. How far would it be wise to require the payment of any capital duty 
corresponding to the capital duty paid by English companies was a difficult 
question. Such duties were certainly levied in many foreign countries. 
As regarded the question of subjecting foreign companies to the liquidation 
jurisdiction of our own courts, the latter had held that foreign companies 
aving an office and assets here were already subject to such jusisdiction, 
and if, therefore, it were rendered compulsory for all foreign companies to 
have such an office in this country, this would be all that was necessary, 
and he was satisfied that the knowledge that they were liable to be wound 
up by our courts would act as a wholesome deterrent to some of the less 
reputable companies, while in no way affecting those properly conducted. 
He also thought that it would be desirable to extend to prospectuses issued 
by foreign companies some, though not all, of the provisions which were at 
present applicable to English prospectuses. Foreign companies might 
inly be required, with advantage, to state clearly that they were 
registered abroad. This was usually done voluntarily, and he could see no 
reason why it should not be made compulsory. They might note with 
satisfaction that the subject they had been considering was now being 
investigated by a special committee appointed by the Board of Trade. 








To Exxcvtors.—VAtvations ror Pronate.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Anvr.] 


Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed prey — do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—fanvr] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora or Reoistaars is ATTENDANCE ON 
Emercescy Aprrzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. 






Kexewion. Farwe.u. 
ie ~ Mr. + ann Mr. EB lad Mr. tJ Mr. ) On as 
a Greswi rey rrington 
- ‘armer +0 i n 
+.B Theed R. Leash bane W. Leach 
| W. Leach Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Boucxiey. Jorcz. Swivvex Eapy. Wasgeixoroy. 
+19 Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton Mr. Greswell Mr. i 
20 i Jackson Church — 
21 Farmer Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
22 i Jackson Church R. Leach 
2 Farmer Pemberton Greswell Jackson 
7 | King Jackson Church Pemberton 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, March 9, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lauirep 1s Cuancenry. 
Barrisn Avromatic Pacroorarn Co, Lintrep —Creditors are required, on or before April 


10, to send their names and addresses, and the jculars of their debts or claims, to 


Citas O'Neill Crowley, 26 to 31, Kyre st hill. Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st 
solors for liquidator 7 <i 


E.ecraow, Liurrep— Creditors are required, on or before March 30, to send their names 
and addr: and 


nee, So eS Se debts or claims, to F. L. Jenkins, at the 
offices of L, P. Fisher, 17, Ironmonger In 





Grddreages, and the particulars of their debve or claims, ts William Watkin qual 
resses, oO eir or by atki 
wall. Dale & Co, Cornhill, solors for liquidator ©, Landy 
Kamus Zerocrara Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 4 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, oat t 
Harvey, 13, Templeton pl, Earls Court 
Licensep VIcTUALLERS PERATIVE Society, Limirep—Petn for winding UP, prevented 
dor potaira. " Motioo of appensing aanss reach the shove-naased act loter (qual 
‘or petners. Notice of a ig mi e above-named not later 
in the afternoon of Mare: 19 ‘han 6 odo 
Licensep VictTvALLers Co-operative GUARANTEE Funp, Lintrep—Petn for winding 
p . d March 7, . ted — heard March 20. Be & a pave! st, Lincoln’siny 
solors for petners. otice of a ing must re: e above-named not 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Mareh 19 c tater tha 
New Lowpow Tuearre Synpicate, Limrtep—Creditors are required, on or before 4, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
C Leach, 10, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Oxrorp Bitupostixe Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 10, directeg to be 
heard at the County Hall, Oxford, March 19, at 11.30. Freeman & Co, at, solon 
for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not Jater than 6 odo 
in the afternoon of March 17 
RumwortH Bow.ixe Green Co, Lunrep (1x Votunrary Liquipation)—Oreditory ap 
required, on or before April 19, to send their names and addresses, and the a 
their debts or claims, to S H Horrocks, 20, Chancery In, Bolton. Kenyon, Bolton, sole 
for liquidator 








London Gazette.—Tuxsvay, March 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarep in CHANCERY. 


AvusTRaL-Ruopestan Sreamsutp Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 
16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
F J Asbury, Finsbury pymt House f 

BismincuaM anv District Mutuat Trapina Co, Lunrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 2, directed to be heard at the Court House, Corporation st, Birmi March 
22. Davis, Birmingham, for Rhodes & Son, Wolverhampton, solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-pamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoonof 
March 21 


Castteton West Warp Conservative Crus Buitpives Co, Limirep—Creditors ap 
required, on or before April 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulan 
of their debts or claims, to Samuel Greenwood, 5, King st East, Rochdale, Brierley & 

Hudson, Rochdale, solors for liquidator 

Compounp Mertats Go, Liu1trep—Petn for winding up, presented March 10, directed to be 
heard March 27. Lewis, South sq, Gray’s inn, solor for petmers. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 2% 

Herrorp & SaurtLewoop, Limirep—Petn for winding up. presented Feb 7, directed to be 
heard at the Castle, Leicester, March 23, at 2. Wells & Hind, Nottingham, solors fx 
petitioning creditors. Notice of ‘appearing must reach the above-namel not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 22 ‘ 

Kasana Corree axp Russer Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April #, 
to their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to John 
Gurdon, 8, George st, Minories. Bartlett, New sq, solor for liquidator ; 

Kame. Gotp Minixe Co, Limirep -Creditors are required, on or before April 16, to send 
their pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F J Asbury, 
Finsbury pvmt House : ; 

Noaxuaul (Bencat) Rartway Co, Lunmrep —Creditors are required, on or before April 21, 
to send their names and addresses, end the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hemy 
pear hd King, 5 and 6, Billiter av: Francis & Joh , Gt Winchester st, solors for 
liquidator 

_—— Riesy asp THE Souruport Carriage Co, Limirrp— Creditors are pee on or 
before April 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to James Jump, 42, Chapel st, Southport. Smith, Southport, solor for liquidator 

Paices Encineerive Co, Limrep (in Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
on or before April 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claim, to Richard Garnaut Cawker, 22, Wind st, Swansea 

Smeitixc Corporatioy, Limirep (IncorroraTeD In 1898) Creditors are r utred, on or 
before April 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Albert Fischer, 2, East Indiaavy Sugden & Harford, Ironmonger In, solorsto 
liquidator ; 

ScusDERLAND Feeemasons’ Crus, Limirep (1x Votustary Ligurpation) —Creditors ar 
required, on or before March 31, to send their names and addresses, and the 
of their debts or claims, to George Parker, 62, John st, Sunderland ; 

T J Wuitixa & Sons, Lumrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Benjamin 

Reeves, 3, Church ct, Old Jewry. 


County Patatine or LANCASTER. 


Gooprettow Exaciverrinc Co, Lunrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, 
directed to be heard at the Assize Courts, Manchester, on March 26, at 10.30 Innes, 10, 
Norfolk st, Manchester, solor for . Notice of a ing must reach the above 
named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of March 24 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


March 21.—Messrs. Davin Burwert & Co., at the Mart,at2: Reversion to £10,321 15s, 64., 
lady 70 last birthday. Solicitors, Messrs. Edell & Gordon, London. (Se 
adv ents, March 10, p. pa aaah 

Mar-h 21.—Messrs. Epwiw Fox & Bousrrexp, at the Mart, at 2:—Piccadilly:; The Crown 
Lease of the block of premises, Nos. 178, 179, and 180, Piccadilly, and No. 28, Duke- 
street, facing Burlington House, held direct from the Crown for terms of 43 ine 

ound-rents amounting to £287 4s. 34. per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. 8. F. * 
Fardon, & Miller, . (Bee advertisements, March 10, p. v.) 


Result of Sale. 


Reversions ayp Lire Po.icres. 


Messrs, H. E. Foster & Caawrrerp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 807) of 4 

above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on hursday last, when 

following Lots were Sold at the prices named, the amount realized being £19,850: 
REVERSIONS : . £ 


To £2,969 ap ih se nk Aap es ae eee 
NR sas -Lene:- «eke: senna’ slp aoe ae So A 
= 'sep cee aes. ee. > sa. pon Ae oes 
ES sen” gee aah. gag? oad ah FG, as se 4 
To £873 88.0... see ove see ane nes ae tee 
SES. oak: pm ee, ape) Ne ee, eae ae 1 
To £500 see eee oe ee ose oe eae eee tee ” 
To Seven-eighths of £1,019 19s. 11d. Consols and £2,515 Taff Vale 0 
To £820 4s. eee eee ry eee on on oe oo oon ” 205 
To £333 68, 84. Console - on ove oe oes eee + ” 10 
To £886 7s. 4d. * ooo oor ene. pas “a ove ae ” 605 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE for £1,400... sx o 2 
FOREIGN and COLONIAL PATENTS (, ne ww 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, March 2. 
Asatos, JAMES, Atherton, Lancs, Licensed Victualler March 28 Marsh & Co, Leigh, 


Lancs 
jmosox, Water, Leeds, Butcher April1 Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
sunny, THEOPHILUS, Padstow, Cornwall March 16 Square, Plymouth 
uyrorD, Dora, Bitterne, Hants April 10 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 
sag VOR, Ferpertck ArTaur, Worcester April7 Jeffery, ‘Worcester : 

, CHARLES AnnEsury, Ealing Aprili4 Lambcrt & Hale, Queen Victoria st 
mLLETT, Caries, 8t Leonards on Sea A 14 McKenna & Co, i st 
Bocoraxo, Mary Aww, Liscard, Chester 31 McKenna, Liverpool 
joLTON, ‘Ayn Janz, Oxford May 16 Street & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
sick, GEORGE Ti70, Windsor April15 Rooke & Co, Bath 

upren, JANE Exizapets, Pewsey, Wilts March 24 Dixon, Pewsey, Wilts 
: Txoxtas Jawes, Deal, Boarding house Keeper March 16’ Wilks, Deal 
Cusp, Frep, New Southgate April 26 Ward & Co, King st, A 
Coxsnam, Laura Emity, Mansfield, Notts March 31 Maltby, Mansfie! 
Jouy, Swansea April3 Roberts, = Pembroke 
Poe, MARY Frances, Blackpool March 10 Robinson, Blackpool 
ius, Doxatp Mackay, Chudleigh, Devon ton 1 D’Albani & Ellis, Newmarket 
Famuvest, Many Extey, North Ashton, Lancs March 14 Shaw, Parr, St Helens, Lancs 
Fantow, Eutty Kiva, me ey Hill April2 Farlow, In 
Samvue. Henry, West Hampstead April2 Bartlett & Gluckstein, Piccadilly 
Fay, ue. Malmesbury, Wilke, Pe Potato Merchant March 31 Clark & Sinith, 
ary 





Baipert, Stalybridge pei 10 —— Ashton anger ioe, 
Innkeeper March 3 Thomas, Penzance 


Groner, i taemsw, Sennen, Cornwa 

Goopwix, Mary, Grove, Kent March i6 Mercer, Can‘ 

jouLD, SaRaH Ji ANE, Kingston upon Hull April 2 roy 
— Euma Fora, eo March 20 Winterbotham & & Co, Cheltenham 

Gazex, Hannan, Tremadoc rd, Clapham April 3 Clapham & Co, Devonshire sq 

Hut, Wuu14m, Enfield April18 Rooks & Co, King st, Cheapside 

Hovanam, Gapnizt Lez, Graveney Court, nr Faversham, Farmer April30 Tazsell & Son, 


Faversham 
Hoventos, Avice Marrua Exizasers, Linden gdns April 7 Woodcock & Co, 
Bloomsbury sq 
Horcamson, Exizasrta Montieer, Brighton March 31 Gould & Swayne, Glastonbury, 





ee, Wouas Joszrx, Lincoln’s inn fields April1l Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Joxs, G@zoncz, Wood Green April 20 be & Sons, Leadenhall st 

izxseTt, WitL1aM, Horsham March 31 Coole & Haddock, Horsham 

znuopg, Joun, Barnsbury, Builder ori 13_ Dewey, hall st 

cKewwa James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Hairdresser "April 4 Swinburne, Gateshead 

w, Toomas, Hartford, Chester’ May 1 A&JE Fletcher, Northwich 

fount, Joux, Bescaby, Leicester, Farmer April1 Ol a & Marsh, Melton Mowbray 

veray, Dicsy, Parkstone, Dorset April10 Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, Westminster 

Newrox, Henry Epwarp, Breams bldgs, Chancery In April3 Cooper & Co, Birchin In 

Owsy, Stepaana Many, B , Bour March 21 Ballard, Bournemouth 

Pasoor, Fanny, Truro March 28 Belk & Co, Middleets 

Popmorg, Jouy, Milford, —y fhoe Manufacturer March 31 Morgan & Co, Stafford 

Riony, Wituiam, A Streatham Hill April9 Taylor & Co Field ct, Gray’s inn 

Hosenrs, Many, Rusholme, Manchester March 20 Chamberlain & Johnson,’ Llantudno 

Rosinson, Ricuarp, Manchester, Costume Manufacturer April 0 Tallent “Bateman & 
Thwaites, Manchester 

Rossow, JoszPx, Blaydon, Durham April 9 Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle upon 


Setox, Groner, Bexhill March 31 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, Old Broad st 
Bn, Jou paawen, Ipswich, Agricultural Implement Maker April 9 Pedley & Co, 


Suu, Hexay Ricuarp, Blackheath, Ironmonger April2 Redfern & Hunt, 

Srarr, a ape — ridge gdns, Notting’ Hill March 27 ‘Plunkett & re 
Srevens, ELLEN Kara, Newport, Mon March 31 Dawes & Co 
Sroraanr, nr, Jaure, Stockton on Tees, Bank Manager March March 3 'ekethart & Bannerman, 


Swike, Samvet Henry, Southport March 31 Buck & Co,  Somtnent 
Taytor, Saran ANNE, ‘Southport March 81 Buck & Co, Southport 
a = F ~ en Hyland Oo, = 
RY, Norton Folgate 9 & Upjohn, Holborn viaduct 
mm, Leise Mariz Emin, Evering rd, Cia Clapton St Hewtimes & ‘Son, New 


nee, a Portsea, Southampton, Accountant April 12 Bew, West Pallant, 


Watker, Evten, Terrington, Yorks May1 Cook & Fowler, Scarborough 
a pel "Stocks eld, Northumberland April 14 Wilkinson & & Marshall, New- 
e 
= ged b. ——y Applodore, Kent April9 Hillman, Lewes 
ERT Rosson, Sunniside, nr Houghton le 8; Durham, tractor 
Legge & Miller, Houghton le Spring ’ ome Ba eer 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, March 6, 


Aaron, Joszex, Stockport, Surve: 
» yor April17 Earle & Co, Manchester 
—, Henry, Gt rm met dag Fish Merobant April 6 Haddelsey, Gt Grimsby 
Bankes, James, Old Hill st, Upper Clapton, Smith Ane 10 Hall, West Smithdeld 
er Ass, ‘Surbiton April 10 Hall, West Smithfield 
keTTt, Mary Anna, Surbiton April 10 Hall, West Smithfield 
Camm ¥, Patipe, Salisbury April 2 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 
Isaac, High Barnet, Commercial Clerk April 6 16 Cooper, B 
w Teavens, Sir Guy Faayors Travers, Gt Cumberland pl rey ” pate, Bed- 


Cour, Caure C Court, Oxford, Photographer May 1 Saige. Oxford 

Oottinapon Riouatp C. Cape.ognt, Musgrave cres,Fulham April 5 Robinson & Son, 
Linooin’s inn 

Couravrst, Tuomas Warren, Northam, Devon ay 1 Hole & Co, Bideford, Devon 
BLL, Roperr Patrick, Bamber Bridge, tenes, © ysician April 18 Livesey, P Preston 
mar, Wrasam Henry, West Gorton, Manchester April12 Bowden & Livesey, 


Day, Many, St Ebbe, Oxford May1 Galpin, Oxford 
BILL, Joux, Slough, Builder March 31 Watson, Waldeck rd, 
my Hans Hvaour, Baron von Zeumen, Savoy Hotel, Strand Gereat’ Apel 2 Markby & 


pleman st 
Devt,” Evizapera Jann Crews, Oxford May 1 
Ruorr, Wittiam Jauns Lonpon, Upper Knowle, Britel Gattle De Dealer April2i Tarr 


ristol 
auows, Henny, Frankwell, Shrewsbury March 26 gry, & Morris, Shre 
= Tsanmnua Many, West Norwood” Aprilé6 Routh & Co, fouthempton sh, Blooms- 


» Joun Jenemian, Tottenh oO vial veller 9 ee. Rugby 
N, Wells st, Oxford st April 6 Seeley & Son Mhouth » Gray's inn 
































Hany, Epwanp, Margate April 12 Hills & Shea, Margate 
Hawert, Groncr, Buckingham i March 31 Hicks & Co, King st, Covent 


Homes, SomenA, Bradford April7 Weatherhead & mie Ae i Se 

Hoypeg, ALBert DE LA, Stonor rd, West Ke: > 12 AR& HSBteele, hill 

Isirr, Sipwry yee | Gloucester ter, , Hyde Law April 30 &F 
Purchase, Regent st 

Jackson, Cuaniss, Zim ro rd, Chelsea, Stationer March 1 Tippetts, Maiden In 

Lea, Henry, W aie ee 27 oe 

Lvucas, WILLIAM, — Pp, Solicitor 9 Lucas & Salt, Wem 

emma, ae CHARLES, a Solicitor April 16 Mathews & 

Cannon s! 


Mayne, Marcarer He xz, Clifton Bristol April2 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 
Moxtaeu or Beauriev, The Right Hon Henry Joun Baron, a April 10 
- ag ee Op Howard st, Strand 
‘orrts, Francis Carouine, Salisbury April 5 Attenborough, Wi 
Moknis, Josers, Leamington, Surgeon wo 14 By 43, & Co, a... 
Owen, Samus, Boscombe, Bournemouth Boscombe, 


Paumer, Josuva Pair, Montagu mans, Pal aq Marek" au Newman, Fenchurch st 
Praroz, Joszpu, Liverpool 1 Yates, Southport 
Pearson, James TowNLey, Bue ay, Raginow March 31 Southern & Fullalove, Burnley 


Pearson, Jang Ann, Stockport Apel 7 

Picpex, Groner, Reigate ripe 6 Alwar, = inn sq 

Pitxinctox, Epwarp, Harrogate March 3 

Preister, Joun Henry, Cavendish rd, Watchmaker March 25 Pontifex 
& Co, 8t Andrew st, Holborn circus 

Poorer, Francis, Lawford, Essex March 27 Synnot, ie a: Essex 

Repman, Resecca, Haworth, Keighley, Yorks 2 Farrar & Crowther, Bradford 

Rosinson, Netson Georaer, Manistee, Michigan, US A March 26 Kirby-Turner, Queen 


Victoria st 
Scno.erig.p, CuaRies Josava, R IofW March 25 Faréells, Ryde, I of W 
, mr Cambridge April 15 & Co, 


me Paior, Longstowe Man- 

Sater, James Arcaisa.p, High Holborn April 6 & Brooks, Regent st 

Suita, Josern, Gt Saling, Eesex April 2 hey & 5 Co, Banmow, Haves 

Burra, Jossra, Bryning with Kellamergh, nor Kir ay to April7 Gaulter, 
wi 

Situ, Saran, Kelvedon, Essex April7 Beaumont & Son, » Cogeiechel 


SrepHaM, Sagan Exizasetu, Oxford May1 Galpin, Oxford 
a ~~" Marie, Pwilheli, Carnarvon May 1 Johnson, Theobald’s rd, 
ord row 
Tuomas, Horace, Hove, Sussex April14 Carleton & Co, Bedford row 
Tricxner, Mary Axx, Putney hill April10 Townsend & "Sharpe, Gray’s inn sq 
TownxEnp, Eves Janz, Southport April 14 Brighowe & Co, Southport 
Warremors, WiL114m, Liphook, Hants, 6 Burley, Petarsfield 
Woop, Grorcs Swixrorp, oot, April 14 Portee & Co, Conway 
Wemnees, : Licensed Victualler “apeil’ 3" Chapman, Gray's inn 
sq, Ho 
London Gasette.—Frivay, March 9. 


Assay, Exiex, Knaresborough, Yorks April8 Powell & Co, there 
me oS Jane Ayn, New Benwell, Newcastle upon Tyne April 11 North 
Arxrnsoy, Janz, Crossgate Peth, Durham March 31 Mawson, Durham 


Batt, Emtry, Hammersmith rd A) 21 Pearce & Sons, 4 st 
Bamber, Saxe, y 1 Rawsthorn & rae, 


Baiaas, eee ds be s hill, ee April 15 
ee Georeina Prixv: rpool May 5 —— & & Whitell oe @t Win- 
st 


Cross, Lieut = Cuar.es Straraerye, Evelyn mans, Westminster Aprilil Bartlett & 
Large, Cannon st 
Denrxa, Rev Cuanues, Shanklin, of W Aprill4 Bailey, jun, Newport, I of W 


Denxy, Harngiett, Stroud Green 7 Arnatt, Joho st, Bedford row 
Everett, WILLIAM SAMURL, A mi Wells Mayi Herman, Verulam bldgs, Gray's 
inn 


Fverett, Fayny, Tunbridge Wells May 1 Spans, ' Verulam Gray’s inn 
ame % Mary, Umralso Locarno, Switz April 16 Tozer & 
nmou' 
Feezman, ber Pesre Witt1ams, Thrapston, Northampton April 8 Rooper & 
Whately, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Garvan, Frances Vint Hatt, Leicester April10 Berridge & Sons, Leicester 
Caseqeees, Wit.1am, Jesmond, Newcastle upon Tyne, Fruit Merchant April? Ward, 


Harvey, Maatua ye Ey 17 Han’ & Co, Eldon st 
Haworrs, Jouy, Blackburn April 9 & Eastwood, Blackburn 


Hayter oe a Westbourne ter, North Paddington April 15 Collins & Cook 
Hiaorxs, Peter, Southport, Lancs, Estate Agent April20 Ashworth & Inman, Man- 


Hostey, Henry, Chilvers Coton, Warwick, Cordwainer March 24 + Nuneaton 

Huaues, Wii114M, Lianelian, Denbigh April12 Porter & Co, Colwyn Ba: 

Isaac, Bensamry, Albert Hallmans May5 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st 

Jennixas, Gronar, Wallington April30 Rashleigh & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Kewiet, Wriuram, Beeston Leeds March 24 Tempest, Leeds — 

Ler, Josern Goose, Staveley, y, Farmer iL14 Jones & Middleton, Che sterfield 

Levy, Hanvan, Bassett rd. Ladbroke grove 16 Montagu & Co, Bucklersbary 

Laveneesom, | Moxraave James Ouiver, Kings Heath, Worcester, Restaurant Manager 
March 31 Rowlands & Co, Birmingham 

McKuicat, eas eat Li May 5 Woolley & Whitfield, Gt Winchester st 

— ficnsne, Oe Elland Upper , Halifax, Stone Merchant April 14 Barber & 

e880) 
MicHELL, Desnoen O08: Oxury. Marazion, Cornwall March 27 Hill, Penzance 
Moon, Exizasata Lucy, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale Kart’ 7 Moon & Co, Lincoln's 


inn fields 
smeneneat Henry, Le April 10 Dunkerton & Sons, Bedford row 
Murroy, Cuances, urst rd, Peckham, Licensed Victualler March 31 Stooke- 


Meg eng In 

Preston, Jawes Bickerton, Wilton pl April 

Rowr, Teresa, Bodmin, Cornwall ade 16 Tee De 

Sentor, Josrra Cowettt, Blackpool it — —y 6 Titiesse, 

a > AnpREW, ——” maby aa upon Tyne, Accountant April 7 ‘ard, 
eweastle upon 

Surra, CaTuraine, ay Teck, Pe Farrar € Crowther 24 BStobo & — 

Suir, Tuomas, Tye 

Tuomson, Eenest Hr 


Ww purtistt Now oa, Li 
Taorntox, Right Hon Sir Epwarp, Sb Teaworth : ay ere 12 p~ my & Co, Throg- 


morton av 
Tomiin, WiLL1AM, Cambridge, Bookseller April 20 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 
Touineon, Anse, Orossens, at Gow April 10 Pennington & Higson, Liverpoal 
Tvanan, Wra2as, Euxton, or Lanca, Farmer April 11 Rawsthorn & Co, 


Preston 

Vara, Ocraviv' a L~ gins April9 Westbury & Co, Old Broad a 
Woon, Gro ar, 0 nr April 23 & 

Whrierrt, ener, Lichfield, Timber Merchant aS Russell & , Lichfield 


Waiaur’ Witias, 8 Jobn's pk, El Wells & Sona, South oq, Gray’s inn 
Yara, Auasaspi Ronaar, Waterville, Sains USA March 20° Rotgers & 


Gilbert 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 6. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avstix, Ausrosz Piatt, Handsworth, Jeweller March 14 


at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmi 
eas Brariiex, Challock, Kent, Farmer March 15 at 
ff Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterb 
Sime, poate West, Wraxall, nr Shepton Mallet, 
Somerset March 14 ati2.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristo! 
Buwiox, Jonx, Blyth, Northumberland, Fruiterer March 
i4atil Off , 30, Mosley st, Newoastle on Tyne 
Brap, Wi.trax JAMES, Tillington, Stafford, Licensed 
Victualler March 15 at 10.45 Swan Hotel, 'Btaffora 
Bosman, Jonyx Henry, Chatham, Dairyman March 19 at 
1139 115, High st, Rochester 

Baistow, Wiiiax, Gloucester, Cabinet Maker March 17 
at12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Biy one, wos Folkestone, General Draper March 15 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 63, Castle st, Canterbury 

Bycats, Jonn Epwarp, and ALFRED Mecasen, Barnsley, 
Slaters March 14 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, 
Barns'ey 

Cuapmax, Jouyx Gotpiz, Birkenhead, Cotton Broker's Clerk 
March 14 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

CurNRLI, ilar Baker March 19at1i Bank- 
ruptcy st 

Dav = dasatn, Dorchester, Builder March 20 at 1.30 
Off Ree, City chmbrs, Catherins st, Salsbury 

Davies, Tuomas, Waivleyshon, Gwauncaegurwen, Glam, 
Biacksmith March 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 
rd, Swansea 

Densis, Danrst, Ventnor, I of W, Blacksmith March 15 
at 12 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 

lwens, Epwarp Bakr, Yeovil, Bomerset, Glove Manu- 

nufacturer March 16 at 2.45 Three Choughs 

Hotel, Yeovil 

Firz- Asnresr, Horace, Erdington, Haulier March 19 at 
ll 1, Corporation bidgs, Birmingham 

Foster, py Warsop, Notts, Greengrocer March 14 at 
12 Off Ree, 4, Castile pl, Park st, Nottingham 

G urvitus, Gesyrirs, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, Engine 
al March 19 at 11.80 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Hawkins, Exvias Trask, Street, Somerset,Grocer March 14 
ati2 Off Rec, 23, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Hicks, Witi1am Caar.es, Keynsham Somers-t, Licensed 
Victualler March 14 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 
st, Bristol 

Hiowarta & Co, RT bee ner aig ae 
March 19 at 12 Bankruptcy Sy he 

Husrer, Ropert, — 2S Ola chee %,  aamnten 


March 14 at 12 itcy ides Carey st 
Jacksox, Jouy, Haltwhistle Northumberland, Aerated 
Water ufacturer 19 at 12 Off Res, 34, 


Fisher st, Carlisle 


Jauvis, Watrer, Elton, Hunts, Licensed + ictualler March 
16 at 11.40 Law Courts, Peter 


Joxzs, Davin Hucuss, Nantgwynant, Weaagelert, Carnar- 
yon, > Cente March 19 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, $ 


Josxs, Matrarw Epwargp, Westbourne rd, Forest Hill 
March 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey ‘st 

Ksicnt, Tuomas Wa ter, Penzance, Cornwall, Tailor’s 
Cutter March 15 at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Lacey & Sox, J L, 8t John’s hill, Clapham Junction, 
Furniture March 14 at. 12.30 132, York rd, 
Weetminster Bridge 

Lameaick, Wittiam Evwtx, Brynhyfryd, Swansea, Insur- 
— March 14 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 


Swansea 
Lase-Sins, Jonx Hewny, Colchester March 23 at2 Cups 
Hotel, Colchester 


Mauss, Atpert Bex, Penn Mills, Yeovil, Somerset, Miller 
March 16 at 3.15 Three Choughs Hotel, Yeovil 

Mvy, Fer1x Hexey, East Harptree, Somerset March 14 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 26, — rn Bristo! 

Mayo, R E, Helix 


2 Bankruptcy bide 
Merz, Iseag., Commercial rd, ailder’ 8 Merchant March 
| Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Mitcue vt, Farpaicx, Ynyshir, — Baker March 15 at 
12 135, High st, Merthyr T: 

M nr, Haney, West. Cowes, I of wv, Retired Postmaster 
March ch 15 at 12.20 Off Rec, 33a, Holyr.od st, Newport, 


of W 
siseeeeen Pair, Portland, Stationer March 15 at 1.30 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine > Salisbury 
Pranse, Gronoz, Lynmc ruth oe a Pro- 
+Tietor March 19 at 3 ie &, Berne 
Pusece, Aupnosz nee, * eat, a! 
master March Bodywook 


14 at 12 
Joseru, Fenton, Staffs, Grocer bites, Ce leat it 20 
castle, 
rq chen of March 15 


at, New 
f m:rH, Farpenicr, Bouthsea, 
at3 Cambridge junc, High st, Pectemout 
BSraspavven, Hexay Eowarp, sternhold e Streatbam 
Hilt 14 at 11.3) 132, York rd, Westminster 
Tarsor, Gronot, F: 
asin 


Bose 


‘airlands rd, Matthew Park, Romford rd, 
ae March 156 at ll Bankruptey 


vo tegge Ty 

Tnackesay, ityeep, Park, Sheffield, General Dealer 
March i4at12 Off Rec, Figtree hi In, Sheffield 

Tucuwiseses, Desten, Exeter, Hai dresser March 15 at 
10.00 Off Rec, 9, bedtord sirens, eter 

Tuomas, Rezs, Cwmelydach, Glam, Underground Haulier 
March 15 at 3 125, High ot Mee Merthyr Tydfil 

Samet A lle j Farm, Brackenfield, 

Farmer ft fee, 47, Fall st, Derby 


March 16 at 11 
Twiso, Tou, Burgoland, Leicester, March 14 at 

10” Hotel, Burton on Trent 
Waker, Wittiau Rovest, and Janes Husay Wacxen, 
Bailders March 14 at 11 191, 


Wasnecx ,caebacke Plaistow, Leather 
March 14 at 11 bldgs, Carey st 





Weems, & T, Stonebrid; ‘ark, Willeeden, ey Merchant 


March 15 at 12 ptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Woopwarp & Co ay Surveyors March 14 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Buss, soggy aster, Birmingham, Stationer Birming- 
B yy: H 5 eh eee es Rochest 
salen oun Henry, 2 er 
Pet March 1 Pet March 1 
Boots, James, Manse ld Woodhouse, Notts, Coal Miner 
Nottingham Pet March2 Ord March 2 
Brows, eae P ekg Wivenhoe, Eseex, Grocer Col- 
chester Pet Marchi Ord March 


CLARKE, ey Featherstone st, City rd, Engineer “High 
Court PetDec9 Ord Feb 27 

Coatsworts, Jonny, Bishop Auckland, Butcher Durham 
Pet March 3 Ord March 3 


Cotvitie, Samve., Porth =. Colliery Engine Driver 
Pontypridd Pet March 2 Make 

CoRNELL, anit “peratford, Boker High Court Pet 
March 1 Ont March 1” 


Coutsoy, Freperick Joun, Stockton on ee 4 Gotnigtt 

Stockton on Tees Pet March 2 Ord Ma: 

Davies, Jonny Exoca, trmergt Grocer’s domaine Swansea 
Pet March 3 Ord Marc 

Denis, Danrex, Ventnor, t of W, Blacksmith Newport 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

ae eo oe p eee, Limvened Victualler 


oun Mokgris Been, Carnarvon High Court Pet 
Dec9 Ord Ma 

Evpnripes, Joun Dacacun, Folkestone, Boardiog house 
Keeper Canterbury Pet Jan9 Ord March 2 

Euior, ArTaur Esxest op Onslow gdns High Court 
Pet Nov17 Ord March 

FARRELL, LEONARD, Richmond rd, Bayswater, Commission 
Ageat High Court Pet Jan 12 Ord March 2 

Hamicton, Wi.tiaM Freperick, Hele, North Bovey, nr 
Newton Abbot, Devon Exeter Pet Feb 26 Ord 

eb 9 

Heetez, Peter, High Holborn, Scientific Instrument Maker 
High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord March 2 

a WiiiiaAmM AvBakt, Bank Bridge, Tarleton, Lancs, 

Cycle Agent Liverpool Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Howe, James, Pontygwaith, Glam, Mason Pontypridd 
Pet March2 Ord March 2 

Host, — Rapiey, aod Eryest Leiga Hvar, Liver- 
pool, Provision Merchants Liverpool Pet March 3 
Ord March 3 

Jonrs, Taomas, Swansea, Painter Swansea Pet March 1 
Ord March 1 


Ksicut, Tomas Water, Penzance, Cornwall, Tailor's 
Cutter Truro PetMarch1 Ord March1 

Maxrep, Harry, Howth Green, Milton next Sittingbourne, 
Kent, Farmer Rochester Pet March3 Ord March 3 

New, Epw arp Cuar.es, Lechlade, Glos, General Dealer 


Swindon Pet h 2 Ord March 2 
Nicnoiis, Cuarurs Epmuyp, Barlow. Grange, Derby, 
Builder Chesterfield Pet March3 Ord March 3 


Parker, Samugi Morris, Salisbury, Tobacconist Salisbury 
Pet Feb7 Ord March 1 

Po.varp, ALBeet Harry, ee Screenar Wakfield 
Pet March3 Ord March3 

Paice, Joun, aod Rupert Joun Rees, Swansea, Painters 
Swansea Pet March 1 Ord March '1 

Rarer, W11114M, Brompton, nr Northallerton, Yorks, Rail- 
way Labourer Northallerton Pet Feb 28 Ord Keb 28 

Rawies, Joseru James, Candahar rd, Battersea, Motor 
Driver Wandsworth Pet March 3’ Ord March 3 

Ricwarps, Davio, Ammanford, Varmarthen, Collier Car- 
marthen Pet March 3 Ord March 3 

Sanpens, Joun Henry, Bromley, Builder 
Janili Ord Feb 27 

Tannen, Bensamixa Ans, Mile Endrd High Court Pet 
Jan8 Ord Feb 26 

Tureuwis3eN, Destine, Exeter, Hairdresser Exeter Pct 
March 2 ‘Ord March 2 

Waptey, Nghe Epaunp, Bristol, Clerk Bristol Pet 
Febi7 Ord March 1 

Sau Morea, Liettynewydd, Cross Hands, Liessity. 
Carmarthen, Boot Desler Carmarthen Pet Feb 
Ord Feb 28 

Wicers, Bexsamin, Aston, Bisminghom, Musical Instru- 
ment Dealer Birmingham Pet March 2 Od March 2 

Wit.tams, Moses, Glandwr, Liedrod, Cardigan, Farmer 
Aberystwyth Pet March1 Ord Masch 1 


London Gasette.—Faipay, March 9, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Croydon Pet 


Assott, CnAries Epwarp, Aberavon, Gm, THlay 
chant Neath +3 March 5 Ord March 
Ansan, ALpert A Osso0, G ord st, | tame ed High 


B Oh 4 15 Ord March ¢ ker Burnley P 
ANNISTER, DAVID 00) et 
March 7 Ord March 7 d 


Bankes, Leonarp caeenan, Bedford, Stoneman Bedford 
Pet Feb 23 Ord March 7 


Barwick, George Witiiam, Abercynon 

Barse Bor Long Baton De God Hares # a 

ATES, Ext, ton. utcher r et 
Mirch 8 Ord’ March . te 


Baseasnas, 3 ee Barkatme gdns, Earl’s Court, Com- 
mission A Pet Dec 30 Ord March 5 

—~ aes. » ek Truro Pet March 6 

gaan = Leyland, Lancs,Grocer Boulton Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 

Beaxerein, me Goumnpert, Lans, Jeweller Manchester 
Pet March7 Ord March 

BeruyMax, a Southece, Hants, Hotel Proprietor 
Portsmouth Pet March 6’ Ord March 

Biaxp, James, a Appleby, Westmoriani, 
Builder Kendal Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

ona Samurt ALexanper, Liverpool, Grocer Liverp»ol 

Ciarr, Faepexion Peance, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet 
March 5 Ord March 





Cnosstaxp, T W H, Gerard st, Soho h Court Pet 
Jan 18 Ord March 5 ‘ ms 


——— 
Dazsy, Jonn Wii11am, West Bromwich. afte Male 


Keeper West Bromwich Pet March 5 Ord eee 
Davies, Bensamix, Aberayon, Contractor Neath Pe 
March 7 teh 7 


Dawe, oe YJ, st, St George’sin the East, Provision 


D *, Heaton, B: pe ratford. Gr a 
UCKELS 72 radfo: rocer B 
March 7 Ord tadford 


7 
Euis, A Rawson, Penrhyndeudraeth, “a, 
a Victualler 


Portmadoc Pet March 
F C os Au Ki = lesbu: 
'LEET, CHARLES 08, noe uu 
Basket er fuse, Colwyn ane my 
ape Epwarp Ramsry iz, Colaze Bay. Denbigh, Buk 
G J To gn } crbeeceeed ae 
anat OHN aa Ss, rocer’s Assistant 
Leeds Pet March 3 Ord March 3 : 
Heatn, Arraur Epwarp, pode a a anal, Fruiterer 
H Per d salient ‘d, Uphols 
UMPHERSON ALTE e! olsterer 
dersfield’ Pet March 5 rd March 5 4 ™ 
Hompureys, eens Sascan enrhyndeudraeth, 
Merioneth, Boot Dealer Feteaden Pet March 5 
Ord March 5 
Hontiey, Stepxex, Watford, pain, Fish Frier 
t eae Pet se Ord March 2 
vEy, Harry, Eastbourne, Selluameeae astbourne 
Feb 20 Ord March 6 » 


tou.” Tomas, Sunderland, Fruiterer Sunderland Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 

Ketcey, Exocu Epwin, Bargoed, oa, Som, Butcher Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet March 


7 Ord 
Kiexsy,Sypnrey Hexpert, Kieget 4 a Hull, Auctioneer 
ch 5 Ord March 5 


Kingston upon Hull Pet 

Leen, Simeon, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor Kingston 
upon Hull Pet March7 Ord March 7 

Lister, Howarp Sparrorp, Sheffield, Pork Butcher 

—— — " Ord March 5 

Lorrr.er, Rosz catyposl, on, Dressmaker Newport, 
Mon ‘Pet March 7 March 7 

Lynx», Water VicTor oo Shaftesbury av High 
Court Pet June 23 Ord March 7 

MassHati, Wi1L114M Tuomas, Bellevue rd, New Southgate, 
oe Merchant High Court Pet March6 On 


Martin, ; West Mersea, Essex, Carpenter Col- 
chester Pet March6 Ord March 6 

Maytayp, Witu1am Tuomas, Honestiie under Lyme, Bout 
Dealer Hanley Pet Feb 21 Ord March 7 

Mipp.ieton, Joszern Caries, Ramsey, Hunts, Potato 

erchant Peterborough Pet March 6 Ord Marché 

Osporns, Tuomas, Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
March 7 Ord March 7 

Peres, James, Thringstone, Leicester, Spar Manufacturer 
Burton on Trent Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

Raprorp, Row.anp, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer Burton 
on Trent Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

Reapixg, Jossru, Barnes, Builder Wandsworth Pe 
Feb 17 Ord March 6 


Ricsagpson, Tomas, poammmnatih, Cab Driver Poole 
Pet March 6 Ord Mi 

Ripspate, Joun W, Sorehiil, Pima Broker High 
Court Pet Febs8 Ord March 

Saunpgas, Georce Henry, Cleveland mews, Fitzroy sq, 
Carman High Court Pet March 7 Ord March 7 

Sorgen, Gzorce, Barnes, Builder Wandsworth Pet 
Feb 14 Ord March 6 

Towssz, Sone tee yg Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
March5 Ord M 

WALMESLEY, Gnenos com, Accrington, Solicitor Black- 
burn Pet Feb 23 Ord March 7 

Warkins, Artuur, Lianbradach, — 
Pontypridd Pet March5 Ord March 

Wires, Horace Witiiam, Newington wnt Sittingbour — 
Kent, Caiter Ruchester Pet March5 Ord 

Wixxiams, Reainacp, Ryde, lof W Newport Por Mawh 
3 Ord March 3 


Wiuitts, Grores, fae Lanes, Boot Dealer Bolton 
Pet Maren6 Ord March 5 

Wi.isos, Samugy, Praed st, Paddington, Dining room 
Proprietor _— Court Pet March 7 ‘Ord March 7 

Woops, Witiiam Peacy, Victoria ve, — Newington 
High Court Pet March 7 Ord Marc 

Waicut, Grorce Auraxp, Blackpool, Bookbinder Preston 
Pet March7 Ord March 7 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aysan, AL a ok ~ Oesoo, ee st, p Mloomnsbary March 
2atl ruptecy Tawi si 
BayenTnat, Hexuy, Barkstone gdns, Earl’s Court, 


Ironmonger 


Commission Agent March 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
Beane, Ann, Eglosha: 


le, Cornwall March 17 at 10 Of 
c, Boscawen st, Traro 


ee CaTuenine, Le mat, Lancs, Grocer March 20at 
ray March 21 
ane, yb = Mon, Coal Merchant 
at it Off Rec, 144, mercial st, Newport, Moa seul 
Cuarr, Farpericx Prance, Exeter, caer March 29 a 
80 Bedford circus, Exete' 
COLVILLE SAMUEL, Oh, 8; High yi Galliery_ Bagine Driver 
March 19 ey 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Oneg.aae, © e Cone Scho March 23 at 1 


arey st 
Danes, = bey os apr > weet Licensed Victualler 
March 17 at1 O 6, Kieg st, Norwich on 
Daonvig.p, tl ag re! _ hy Clogger March 19 at 11 
Ree, 14, C on 
Fiower, ALEXANDER Jerusonx, Swalcliffe, nur Banbarys 
Oxford March 20at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
Fostex, Hewry ag et New oe at, Lae r Merchant 
~ Boone ’s Assistant 


19 atl , Carey 
Gaeaves, Joun vnsen. Leeds, Tepe ag 
March 19 at 11 ec, 22, Park row, 
Gaetroyx, Bxxzst Eowagp, Thundersley pk rd, South ae 
fleet, Essex, Commercial Clerk Mar.h 19 at % ’ 


Bedford row ‘8 
Howe, James, Pont th, Glam, Mason March 198 
"135, ines, Pontygwaith, atil 





, Owan, Ty Ui 4 linycoed, Llanrwst, Deadly 
Hucuxs, Owsy. fn ale Shee ae 
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Ma 
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7, 1906, 





actor rents 
On ae? Pa 
er not Pet 
Craeth, 


Pet March’ 

oe Oat as 
jane Bonk 
srocer's Aassistan, 
rowall, Fruitere 
'pholsterey Hui. 
ana 
, Fish Fricy & 
Eastbourne Py 
Sunderland Pet 


utcher Merthyr 


Hull, A 
1 March 5 


ilor Kingston 
Pork Butcher 
ker Newport, 


‘ury av High 


lew Sou 
March 6 Ord 


Arpenter (Col. 
. ie me, Bout 
Tunts P 
Ord Monee 
ymouth Pet 
Manufact 
b5 arer 
erer Burton 
sworth Pet 
river Poole 
roker High 
Fitzro 
larch ? * 
‘worth Pet 
imsby Pet 
or Black. 
ronmopger 
ing bourne, 
arch 5 
Pet March 
r Bolton 
ing room 
farch 7 
ewington 
Preston 


March 


| Court, 
vy bidgs, 


10 Of 
rch 20 at 
arch 21 
a 
bh 29 at 


Driver 





ch 3 te Besthong 





at 
bualler 
1 Of 
bury, 
y st 

‘chant 
stant 


Ben- 
i, 





at 8 
bigh, 
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—— 
ee 
tford, Herts, Fish Frier March 19 | Lister, Howarp Srarrorp, Sheffield, Pork Butcher | Watrox, Josxrn Axprew, and Jonw Sraxpiey Warton, 

oe igo Bedford row” Sheffield Pet March 5 Ord March 5° Newcastle Fruit Merchants Newcastle on 
Jouxsox, FRANCIS Woops, eenwtch, Solicitor March | Lozrrixn, Ross, Fostyeed, Sa, Dressmaker Newport, Tyne Pet Ord March 7 

19 at 11.15 Royal Hotel, Crew: Mon Pet March 7 March 7 Wituiams, Davi By Maenclochog, Pem! 

Henry Rosert, 3 Prin, Wandsworth March | Martin, Artraus, West Essex, ene Col- aa Pembroke Dock Pet March 10 

pe Tage Weluesbary March Mi Pe  E.. “Os Hun' Wirson, Faxsestox, Sexi N _Nortolk, 
Joxzs, Henry Fem Wednesbury 20 at — JoOsePH RLEs, y. ’ 

> “Ot Reo, ‘Wolverbampton otato Merchant Peterborough Pet ‘March 6 toe ord ween Norwich Pet m,Bradiod ‘ 
MasrED, Harry, Howth Green, Milton next Sittingbourne, Bradford Pet March 2 _ 


Farmer March 19 at 12 = High st, Rochester 
Sa WARD CHARLES, Lechlade, Glos, General Dealer 
ay 17 at ll Of Ree, 38, Re ie ee ae 
Quer, THomas Henry, Crewe, wright 19 at 

12 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Perznsex, Jouy, West Hartlevool, Durham, Master 
Mariner March 19at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pi, Sunder- 


tie waxe Cuarzes, Lowstoft, Builder March 17 at 

12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Many Ann, Blackpool, Lodging house Keeper 

March 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Pouarp, ALbeRrt Harry, Normanton, Sereener March 19 
atll Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakelield 

Barer, Witt1am, Brompton, nr Northallerton, Yorks, 
Railway Labourer ch 26 at 11.30 Court house, 
Northallerton 

Ricuanps, Davip, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Collier March 
17 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Roserts, Wri114m, Southsea, nr Wrexham, Denbigh, 
Collier March 19at12.15 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Boars, Rose Catuerixe, Weymouth, Provision Merchant 
— 20at2.15 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


Pet ag -~_ Hewry, Cleveland mews, Fitzroy sq, 
Carman March 19 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Suztpon, Epowarp Norton, Seacombe, Chester, Shipping 

Clerk March 20at11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


A aol Joun, Cwmavon, Glam, Collier March 17 at 11 
Off Rec, , Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Watkins, AR roug, Lianbradech, Glam, Ironmonger 
March 2)at1z 135, High st, Merthyr Tyatil 

Wiizs, Horace WILLIAM, Newington next Sittingbourne, 
Kent, Carter March 19 at 11 115, High st, Rochester 

Wiuuirts, Gore, Leigh, Lancs, Boot Dealer’ March 19 
at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Amended notice substituted for that -_—_— in the 

London Gazette of March 6 


Foster, ag Warsop, Notts, Gree 
12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Assorr, Cuantes Epwarp, Aberavon, Glam, Hay Mer- 
chant Aberavon Pet March5 Ord M arch 5 

Baxxister, Daviv, Burnley, Clothlooker Burnley Pet 
March 7 Ord March 7 

Banker, Hanotp Aupert Lomas, Esholt, nr Shipley, Yorks 
Felimonger Leeds Pet Nov 29 Ord March 6 

Barwick, George WILiIAM, ~yo~ Glam, Butcher 
Pontypridd Pet March 7 Ord 

Bares, Eur, Long Eaton, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet 
March 5 Ord March 8 

Brarr, Ann, Egleshayle, Cornwall Truro Pet March 5 
Ord March 5 


Bexyett, CATHERINE, kagient, Lancs, Grocer Bolton Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 
Berryuax, Exizn, Southsea, Hants, Hotel Proprietor 


Portsmouth Pet March 6 Ord ‘March 6 
om, Jamzs, Appleby, OW rent lider Kendal 
‘et March 





March 14 at 
ottingham 





Bary Freperiox Pearce, a Butcher Exeter Pet 

March 5 Ord rch 5 

Cock, Joun Lucius gene Chicago, USA High Court 
Pet March6 Ord wer 36 

Dagby, Jonn a est Bromwich. Staffs, Beerhouse 
Keeper West Bromwich Pet March5 Ord March 5 

Davirs, Beysamix, Aberavon. Posting Master Aberavon 

Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


Duckexs, _ Heaton, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
March 7 Ord March 7 


Exuis, @airrith Rawson, Penrhyndeudraeth, Merioneth 
Licensed Victualler Poitmadoc Pet March 6 Ord 


Ese.anpgr, Apotrn, and Henry Groras Seariz, Mare 
st, Hackney, Bamboo Furniture Manufacturers High 
eg aon hen es Aylesb: 
eT, CHARLES ‘os, Kingsbury, es) Basket 
y ong eg Pet March 6 0 rd March 6 : 
OWLER, Gzor@z Vernon, Phoenix Aes i h Co 
. aly pend ww he ' te = 
ippons, E>warp sores, Colwyn Bay, an h, Book- 
oe ; 2 Pet March ch6O rd Murch ” 
yes, Jonn Turner, Leeds, + sn ene Assistant 
Sy OG ue 
kTMANN, Oro, ’ Sundriesman 
Court Pet Jan10 Ord Mar 
Hearn, Aes Epwarp. np meg em Fruiterer 
Truro March 7 


et March 7 Ora 
Hicks, Wittiam Caanies, Keynsham, Somerset, Licensed 
ictualler Bristol Pet Feb 20 Grd March 8 
Honrusrsoy, Watrer, Fartown Green, Huddersfield, 
Re a ——— Pet = A Ord March 8 
\EYS, UMPHREY ICHARD enr! oe 
Merioneth, Boot Dealer Portmadoc Pet March 
Ord March 5 


Howriey, Srerurx, Watford, Fish Fri bans 
March 5 Ord March 5 a we 
Bm Fruiterer Sunderland 
Kerry, Exocn Epwis, Ba Glam, Butcher M 
Tydfil Pet March 7 On Mare eo ee 
y Sdanein, Far- 


Kiaam, Harry $sane Tydd Saint 
mer King’s Lynn Pet Feb 15 {Ord March 
ull, hnitiane 
rch B. Ore March 5 
Kingston 


oom, Sypyry ~~~ 
on et 

sgh Kings tars, Kip upon Hull, Tailor 

h7 Ord March? 


Jameson, Tuomas, 
Pet March 


sale 
Faanns, GrorcE spetaase, a. Park, Meck broker 


March 6 
OvpoRnNE, =} PI Butcher Plymouth Pet 
FS OA inne March 7 


ms aoa ly 


yo et 
Pangey, Han a 


ham F on Taringstone Leicester, Spar Manufacturer 

Burton on Trent Pet March 5 mtg 8 5 

Preece, Ampross Duncan, Holl rd, Fulham rd, Job- 
High March 7 


Restaurant 
-4 EQ Poni March 5 
Eastbourne 


master Court Pet Jan4 Ord 

Raprorv, Row.anp, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer Burton 
on Trent Pet Mareh5 Ord March 5 

Ricuarpsoy, Tuomas, Bournemouth, Cab Driver Poole 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Sauypers, Grorct Henry, Cleveland m td sq, 
Carman High Court Pet March 7 "Ord | March 7 

Towsz, Geore 1LL1AM, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
March 5 2 5 

Trueman, re South Y: am Ete J putea, Builder 
High Court Pet Sept 25° 25 Ord March 

Arraur, Lianbradach, Glam, Ironmonger 

Pet March 5 Ord ‘March 6 

vee Horace Wit.1am, Ne next Sittingbourne, 

Kent, Carter Rochester Pet March5 Ord March 5 
Wrutass, 5 Ryde, lof W Newport Pet March 


Waa, Coen tous ght Lanes, Boot Dealer Bolton Pet 


WI.isox, SAmvEL, Procd st, Paddington, Dining Room 
Proprietor High Court Pet March 7 Ord March 7 
wee Wiw1aM Percy, Victoria grove, — Newington 

i ‘et 7 
bie Grorcs Atrrep, Blackpool, Bookbinder Preston 

Pet March 7 Ord March 7 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 23 : 
roe Maye gy onl Tamas Symons TaELoar TREGELLAS, 
Westminster, Contractors High Court 
Pet Dee Dec 3. ” Ord Feb 21 


Amended notice substicuted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 2u: 
Macxixtosu, AnpsEw Epwix, Rugby, Acting Theatrical 
Manager Coventry Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 
London Gasette.—Turspay, March 13 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Acock, W1LL1AM Mipptetoy, Ingleby, pans, Yorks, 
Farmer Stockton on Pet March rd March 7 
Broome, Epwin Henry, Bt ay Seca Dealer 
Kidderminster Pet March8 Ord sans 
Burrox, Cuarites Herpert, Marylebone Dealer i 
Garden Ornaments High 


Warkins, 
P 


Court Per March t 10 ond 


March 

Co.uitr, Jossua, Stockton on Tees, Toy Merchant Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Feb 23 Ord March 7 

Det, Taomas AxpReEws, San, Seniae Kingston, 


Surrey Pet Feb19 Ord March 
Evans, Witt1am, Wood Green, nr Wednesbury, Farmer 
Wi Pet March 7 Ord March 7 


Fisuer, Josrrn, Lee Brigg, Altofts, nr Normanton, Fitter 
Wabsheld’Pet Marte'®- Ord March 

Fuack, oer” Joos 8t John’s hill, Wandsworth, 
Architect High Court Pet Nov 20 Ord March 9 


Freeman, Isaac, and ABRAHAM FREEMAN, i, — 
Clothiers Leeds Pet March9 Ord 


ydon Pet Feb13 Ord March 
Gitpert, Joszra, and James lll oan 
Li  Woolbrokers Liverpool Bet Feb 19 Ord 


8 
Greexwoop, Haxnan, Clough Bank, Chatbura, Lanes, 
Corn Dealer Blackpool Pet Feb$ Ord March 9 
wane, Gocnen, Ao Alvaston, Derby, Grocer Derby Pet March 


Keysoe, Beds, Coach- 

Ord March 9 

Ho.ioway, Henry Tuomas Perse, — Northampt 
Licensed Victualler Northampton Pet March 10 Pond 


March 10 
Hoimes, : eee Eryest, er Yorks, Grocer 
Ht hases Btat 4 “wiles Green, 
OOKBAM, ¥RED eo illesden 
Builder High Gourt tion para, rd March 9 


Huronisox Bossom Wimbledon Park parade High 
* Court "Pet Feb 15 Ord March 9 ee 

ey ILLIAM Dringhouses Mi orks, Dairy- 
Pet March 10 Ord Mareh h 10 


Herpert, * anon ‘ein Sypwery, 
builder Bedford Pet March 9 


Leircn, PR... eer Shanklin, I , Boot Dealer 
Newport Pet March 8 Ord March 8 
Licnrowier, Heyry, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
P — eae. Derby, Ironmonger 
ERCIVAL, RDERICK, 
Pet March? Ord March? 


Riz WABD ly ve Carpenter Burnley 
Pet March 9 Ord March 9 


» Gantigan, Pol speues aaa. SS jineestahe, 


Rusaworra, Tom “ewer, Buxton, Derby, Coach Driver 

ana eoeenert Pet March’) Ord March 9 

HANKS, nome, prpet, Ironmonger 
alg te wets ine 

Sarrr, Frepenicx, cx, Myre t, Hoxton High Court Pet 
Feb1 Ord March 8 

Sraetrox, Purse Evstace, Cranbrook, Kent, Artist 
Hastings Pet Feb 22 Ord March 6 


ERSALL, Gronck p Ae As Manchester, Stationer 
a Pet March 8. Grd March 8 


suiintiiaeeitiaiiintalnistins 
London Gazette of March 9: 


Benrvsteis, Harris, Southport, Jeweller Manchester Pet 
March? OrdMarch7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atcock, Wi1114m Mippietox, Ingleby Greenhow, Y. 
Farin March D1 at SO Bae 8 Albert ody Misdin’ 


Ril ites Wi.uamu, Abercynon, ere Batcher 
March 22 at 12 135, High st, Merth 

Berry, Joun, Westbourne, 
March 21 at 2.30 Off Rec, Midland Bask cbuabre- 


st, Sou’ 

nae E..ey, Southsea, ‘otel Proprietor 
March’22 at 3° Om Bs cambrige junc, High st, 
Portemouth 

Buss, Rotanp, Moseley, Bi: Stationer March 
2i at 11 191, ingham 


MRnest Ebwarp, ee Essex, Grocer March 


ROWN, 

23 at 2.15 Cups 
Catiow, Fraxcis Joun, fron, Bristol, Baker March 21 
Auckland, 


at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Lane, nr Bishop 
tcher March 21 at 8 Off Rec, 3, Manor 


Coatsworts, Joun, 
Darham, Bui 
pl, Sunderland 
CovLsox, er Joux, Stockton on Tees, Cartwright 
March 21 at3 Off 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Cross_ey ie Lytham, Lanes, Yarn Agent 
March 21 at 10.30 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Davies, Bensamix, Aberavon, Giam, Cuntractor Mach 21 


at 3 rd, Swansea 
Daviss, Joay Enocn, nea, Grooer’s Assistant - March 
23 at 1230 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Dawes, Cuaruzs, Cable st, St ee in the Pro- 
vision Ba March 26 Bankruptcy 
3 aoa Heaton, Bradford, Grocer March 21 at 3 
29, Tyrrel st, — 
Lee Normanton, Fitter 


Fisuer, ye 
M 2iatli Off be, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Farman, Isaac, and ABRAHAM Freeman, Leeds, Clothiers 
March 21 at 11.30 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hamitros, Witt1aM F nag — sa Hele, North Bovey, nr 
Hy te pre Renn Maich 29 at 10.30 Off Rec, 


er 
Heara, ARTHUR nee Cam 
March 22 at 12 semen Boscawen pa Truro 


Hinor, yus & ALBERT. 
March 21 Om hee 83, ¥ 35, Victoria __ ria Liven 
Hooxuax, ‘Som RED, Station parade, 


Builder Merch 26 at 12 panbrupicy Dlg, Carey 
Humrsersox, Water, Fartown Green, nddorsietd, 

Upholsterer March 22 at 3 Off Kec, Prudential 
uddersfield 


Ree, 3, 
Jongs, Tuomas, 8 Painter March 23 at 11.30 Of 
Ree, 31, Alexandra ri, Swansee 
— , Broom | Epw mS Butcher March 
Lee Witttan, and Joszra Lee, Halifax, Hay Merchants 
ai March 21 at 3 Mg 5 og he i 
GHTOWLER, Henry, Bradford, Grocer Marco at 
Off Reo, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Laster, Howarp Spa ._ Butcher 

March 22 Tee thateee ia a 


22atiz2 Off 
a tenerer March 21 


Lyx, Water hem my 
Manswatt, W ton, Boles rds New Southentr, 
ARSHALL, ILLIAM y 
Plate Glass 
bidg-, Carey at 
Marx, ‘Bop Mon os Mersea, Easex, Carpenter March 


Hotel, 
N. Carus Derby, 
v Tyuildse March 28 at 1238" Aneel Hotel, Crtraeld 
March 27 at 


Ironmonger 


Prrciva Frepgarick, 
March 21 at 11 | Off Reo, 47, Fall Derby 


Prrsne, JAMES, Manufacturer 
=> at 11 land Hotel, Station st, Burton 
Prices, Se, 08 Rees es Dem, Sees Dele 
seent J aay Bn (Een ag ogy 
Wiks, JOSEPH 
Driver March 21 at 11.30 Tea, York ad, Weetminster 


Bridge 

Ripspaus, Jonx W, Cornhill, Insurance Broker March 21 
at 12 Bank bidgs, Carey st 

Sarrr, raphe Dads, Comey March 2 at 1 


Bankruptcy Carey st 
Sxrru, Fasperick Currrom, and Syroxsy Faawrcrs Sxrrn, 


Bastewerth, Provision! Menbost March 21 at 12 


Tot he ay hes ya Gt boy awd March 21 at 1 


——— Qt Grimsby 
Turser, y forth, ar Leeds, Painter 
Le Qliatll Of Of Bee, Park row, Leeds 
Watton, Joszra Axparw, Joux Sraxpuay Watrtos, 
Neweastle on Tyne, Fruit Merchants March 21 at 11.00 





T F Wi E Leeds, Painter 
Unimele Pet March 7 Ord March T 





Off Reo, 90, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 


ey 























seepage 
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——s 
‘Wrrzsams, Mvezs, Glandwe. Ledrod, Carcigao, Farmer SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1906. SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE Yg£AR 
March 30 at2.15 Town Hall, Aberystwyth” Messrs. MESSRS 1906. 


Wrso0r, Soetes, Tones st, Veldincton? Dining 
i h 22 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, y Resa st 
Winrgrny, Epwarp, Manningham, Bradford, Tailor March 
21 at 3.80 Off Rec, 29. Tyrrel st, Bradford 
‘Woops, Wiiuiam Prnoy, Victoria grove, Stoke  eamattaal 
March 22 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Amended notice substituted for that se in the 
London Gazette of March 6 


FirzHerpert, Horace, Erdington, Warwick, Haulier 
March 23 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Awcock, Witi1am Mivpieton, Ingleby Greenhow, Yorks, 
Farmer Stockton on Tees Pet March7 Ord March 7 

Daneeree Hakrzis, Southport, Jeweller Manchester Pet 
March7 Ord March 8 

Berwick, Jonny, Blyth, Northumberland, = peed New- 

B on Tyme, i Met ddermsinate Gen ral Deal 

ROME, Epwin Henry, r, ne: er 

Kidderminster Pet March8 Ord March 8 

Burton, Cuaries Hersert, Marylebone rd, Dealer in 
Garden Ornaments High Court Pet March 10 Ord 
March 10 

Cattow, Frascis Joun, Clifton, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet March 2 Ord March 9 


Carson, Samvue. ALexanpeRr, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool 
Pet Feb 16 Ord March 9 

Cox, Henny Moreton, Borough + y st, Contractor High 
Court Pet Janii Ord March 6 

Craymer-Byne, Atrrep Mo.yNgvx, - ee Essex 

oe’ Pet Dec 16 Ord March 1 

, Fulham rd, Shirt Maker ‘Figh Court Pet 
Jan 25 Mons March 5 

Dawe, Cuaruzs, Cable st, St George’s in the East, Provi- 
sion Dealer High Court Pet March 7 Ord March 8 

Exuis, Francis Epwix, 8tockfield rd, Streatham, Photo- 
graphic Artist Wandsworth Pet July 17 Ord March 8 

Evans, Witiiam, Wood Green, nr aay, Farmer 
Walsall: Pet’ March 7 Ord March 7 

Fisaenr, Josern, -~ Brigg, Altoftse, nr Normanton, Fitter 
Wakefield Pet t March 8 Ord March 8 

Furs, Herpert Artaup, Gower st,Merchant High Court 
Pet Feb 22 Ord March 7 

Fostzr, Josspn Henry Gopwis, New Broad st, Timber 
Merchant High Court PetJan 11 Ord March 8 

Freeman, — and ABRAHAM Freeman, Leeds, Clothiers 
Leeds Pet March9 O:d March 9 


Gates, Joun, Clay, Durham, Licensed Victualler 


ham Pet Feb 14° ~ March 7 
Grerxe, Hewry, Martin’s ln, Cannon st, Iron Merchant 
igh Uourt "Pet Feb7 Ord March 7 


Hart, Groror, Alvaston, Derby, Grocer Derby Pet 
March 9 Ord March 9 

Herpert, Eaxest Anruur Sypser, Keysoe, Beds, Coach 

uilder Bedford Pet March9 Ord March 9 

Houwoway, Heyry Tuomas Parse, Weedon, Northampton, 
Licensed Victualler Northampton Pet March 10 
Ord March 10 

Hotmes, Wittiam Eanesr, Pe 5 -mew Yorks, Grocer 
Sheffield Pet March 8 March 8 


Hurcuissox, WiLLiAM, ie toee Moor, Wane Dairy- 

I Ha York, fet: FRc 

VEY BRY urne, r |. Pet 
Feb 20 Ord March 9 


Jouwson, Francis Team, Beaeowiah, Solicitor Nantwich 
Pet Feb 8 Ord March 

Lazirca, Jouys eg Shanklin, I of W, Boot Dealer 
Newport Pet March 8 Ord March 8 


LicutowLer, Hewry, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
March 8 Pet March 8 

er Wuu1am Tuomas, Bellevue rd, New Southgate, 
Plate rehant High Court Pet Marché Ord 

Mayo, iy Epwis, 


Brixton hill, Builder 
Pet Oct 7 Bond mates 


RAEL, ee ane rd, Benes Merchant High 
. P Febs8 Ord March 8 
ERCIVA REDERICK, Ilkeston. »Ironmonger Derb: 
Br = Ep yeu 5 el = : 
Ley, Eowarp Lewis, ter Burnl Pet 
March 9 March 9 er all 


Someees, Tom Hexey, Buxton, Coach Driver Stockport 
Pet March9 Olid ane 


Saanxs, Cuaries, Ki Devon Troi 
wind? Ot make’ 

Sure, Frepexiox, ao st, Hoxton High Court Pet 
Feb1 Ord March 10 


Surru, Cuarces, ensons Surrn, and Nox. Suits, Beck- 
pf Shi em Salop, Farmers Madeley Pet Feb 16 


Sreetrox, Pui Evsrace, Saaieodts, Kent, Artist 
Hastings Pet Feb 22 Ord March 

Turvyer, ieetineeeet Wisox, Sewaen, nr Leeds, Painter 
Leeds Pet March 7 Ord March 7 

Warxeckx, Henry Avert, High st, Plaistow, Leather 
Merchant High Court "Pet FebS Ord March 8 

Wagatiey, Ateert Evwarp, St es rd, Camberwell, 
Licensed Victualler High Court Pet Jan 8 Ord 


Merz, 


Wuirraxes, Caarres Covesren, Morni 
_~— Court Pet Jon 3 ‘Ord pry 
‘Wises, mer Blyth, Northumberland, Clothier New- 





Tyne Pet Feb21 Ord March 5 
je me Russert, Maenci , Pembroke. 
Pembroke Dock Pet 10 Ord 


Wiese) ie K, Saxli . N te, Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich Pet ch® Ord Ord Monk 8 


begs mr James, ae Roget st, Surveyor High Court Pet 
Jan2 Ord March 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette o { March 6: 


Kuicat Taomas Warren, Penzance, 1 Tailor’s 
Cutter Truro Pet Marchi Ord March 





AREBROTHER, ELLIS, EGERTON, 
<a GALSWORTHY, & CO. 
undermenti have been 


beg to ance that the tes 

fixed for the aes cir AUCTIONS of FREEHOLD, \ Cores Ee and 

Leasehold ‘ATES, Shares, terests, 

&c., at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C. 
Other appointments for intermediate can also be 





Thuraday, April 12 » July 12 
Thursday, April 26 uly 17 
Thursday, May 3 , July 26 
Thursday, May 10 , August 2 
Tuesday, May 15 September 27 
Thursday, May 31 , October 11 
Thursday, June 7 October 25 
Tuesday, June 12 , November 8 
Thursday, June 14 , November 22 
Thursday, June 21 Decem! 
Thursday, June 28 December 13 
July 5 





A List of forthcoming Sales b Auction is Published in 


Co. also issue on the Ist of 


build gy ffices and warehouses, ground-rents 
uu! ity o ’ 
and investenents omy, which will be tcrwarded free 

carefully-revised —— of applicants’ 


parti time. 
Applications should be made to their Offices, No. 29, Fleet- 
street, Temple-bar, E.C. 





THEATRES. 


ADELPHI. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, A MIDSUMMER NIGHT’S 


DREAM: Lily Bra _—. Nita Faydon, Frances — 
Barton, a. S wdery, J James, Hornsby, and Eliza- 
beth Parkina; Oscar Ham) rydone, Rock, 


Hignett, Penny, Kitts, Se, Grimwood, Porter, &e. 


APOLLO. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, MR. POPPLE: Mr. G. P. 
ae wd Miss Ethel Irving; Messrs. Kenneth Douglas, 
W. Cheesman, H. Eden, Robert Michaelis, 8. Ronaldson, 
G. ‘Beott, F, Perfitt, M. Harvey. 8. Hughes, Lionel Victor ; 
Miss Marie Miss Violet yd, Miss Grace 
Dudley, Miss Co Biythe. 
COMEDY. 
Sole Lessee, Mr. Arthur Ch aie 
THIS +E at 9.0, A PAIR OF SPECTACLES: 
Mr. John Hare, Messrs. Chas. Groves, Ivo Dawson, A. E. 
Matthews, Evelyn Vernon, J. H. Brewer, Horton Cooper, 
Donald Maclean; Miss Kate Rorke, Miss Minnie Mather, 
Miss Helen Luck. At 8.15, AFTERTHOUGHTS: Messrs. 
Gilbert Hare, Forbes Dawson, Evelyn Vernon; Miss Beatrice 
Forbes- Robertson. re. 


D. 

THIS EVENING, ss 8.30, THE LITTLE MICHUS: 
Messrs. Robert Evett, Fred Emney, James Blakeley, Gordon 
Cleather, Willie Warde, Thompson, Morrah, Dudley 
and George Graves; Misses Denise Denise Orme, Amy "Augarde, 
Alice Oppitz, D’Orme, Pinder, Francis, itocker, Hatton, 
Wait-Tanner, Edwardine, , and ne Augarde. 


DRURY LANE, THEATRE ROYAL. 


, Arthur Collins. 

TO-DAY. at 1.30 and 7.80, CINDERELLA: Walter 
Passmore, nm, Arthur Williams, 
Johnny Danvers, Arthur Conquest, Arthur Nelstone ; 
Queenie Leighton, May de 4 Emil Spiller, Pollie 

Daisy Cordell, Queen and le een, ths Tiller 


Troupe, &e. 


GABRICK. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.45, BROTHER OFFICERS: Mr. 
—- Bourchier and Miss Violet Vanbrugh; Messrs. 
B. Clarence, L’Estrange, Goodbart, Pearce, Trollope, 
Whitby, Lacy, Carter, Imbert ; M. umont, 
Serjeanteon, Clement, Powis, At 8.15, THE DEAN’S 


HAYMARKET. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE INDECISION OF MR. 
KINGSBURY : Mr. Charles Hawitrey, Miss Fanny Brough, 
Mr. Cosmo Gordon Lennox, and Miss Nina Boucicault ; 
Messrs. Holman Ciark, Wilfred Draycott, L. 

A. oy Rose, C. Foote, E. O. Darrell, 
E. Hallick, A. T. Mesdames Maude Wynter, 
Mona Harrison, C. G. well é. Herbert, Florence Tempest, 
‘anny Wise. 
HIS MAJESTY’. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, NERO: Mr. Tree, Mr. Basil 
Gill, Mr. Lyn Harding, Mr. C. W. Somerset, Mr. J. Fisher 
White, Mr. 7 Pe sae: Fi Mr. James Hearn, Mr. Robert 
Farquharson, Mr Lascelles, Mr. lene’ 
Miss Phyllis ioutgete; Miss Mary Price-Owen, Miss Hilda 
Moore, Miss Constance Collier 
— Ag 77 

THIS EVENING 77 SCARLET PIM- 
PERNEL: Julia Ni Nelson and 3 Fred ~_ ge 
Hodges, Alfred Kendrick, Jarrold 
Robertshaw, J. Carter-Edwards M, D. J. 
Williams, L. Race Dunrobin walter Edwin, Erase: i. 
Imeson ; Misses Sterling, Mary Mackenzie, Kathleen 
Doyle, Mrs. Walter Edwin. 

PRINCE OF WALES. 
THIS PA al at 8.15, THE LITTLE ag tM 
Pawle, W. H. 


ees kg wa and Mr, > Vout 
Coop, Gsoge Carol, pe brielle io Bey, lly Elsie, 
Grace Pinder, Ida Lytton, and pa ise Evie 








EBENHAM, TEWSON, & CO. to 
announce that "their SALES for a of EST. 
Busines Pateninee ling Tana, Ge G ~ we & Houses, 
5 round- Ady 
Shares, ont other 


Reversions, Stocks, Properties 
will ‘be held at the he AUOEION = Tokenhouse-yard, 
near of in the City of London 
follows :— . ~ 

Tuesday, March 20 Tuesday, July 3 
Tuesday, am: 27 Thursday, July 5 
ee: July 10 


y, July 12 
Tuesday, July 7 
Thursday, July 19 
Tuesday, July 24 
Tuesday, July 31 
Tuesday, October 16 

» May Tuesday, October 23 
Tuesday, June 12 Tuesday, October 30 

Tuesday, June 19 Tuesday, November 6 
Thursday, June 21 Tuesday, November 13 
‘luesday, June 26 Tuesday, December 4 
Thursday, June 28 
By arrangement, Auctions can also be 7 * _ ter 
tons in town or country. Messrs. Debe 
Maen ae a oe lg ee a Probate — 
other 4” ggg ) ture, Pictures, Farming Stock 
Timber, & 
DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, 
uarters, Residences, Shops, and Business Pre- 
mises to be Let or Sold by —— dh aye ot a ublished on 
| BK. 1st of each month, be obtained of Messrs, 
benham, Tewson, & o., 80, ‘Cheapaide London, E.0, 
Telephone No. 503 Bank. 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
FA og are to an. Milner, & Co.) conduct 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 
LIFE og and ANNUITIES, 
LIFE POLICIES, 
M and Deb bis and Bond d 
Kindred Inte = 


on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C, 
The appointments fixed for 1906 are as follows: — 
Thursday, April 5 Thursday, August 16 
Thursday, April 19 Thursday, Sept. 6 
Thursday, May 3 Thursday, Sept. 20 
Thursday, May 17 | Thursday, Oct, 4 











Thursday, June 7 Thursday, Oct, 18 
Thursday, June 21 Thursday, Nov. 1 
Thursday, July 5 Thursday, Nov. 15 
Thursday, July 19 Thursday, Dec. 6 
Thursday, August 2 Thursday, Dec. 20. 
Offices, 6, Poultry, ~_ E.C. Telegrams, “ Invari- 
ably, London.” Tel. Nos. 999 Bank, and 8539 Central. 








PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
are held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the first and 
third W: ys in every month throughout the year. 
The dates fixed for 1906 are as follows :— 





ednesday, Wednesday, August 15 
Wednesday, April 4 Wednesday, Sept. 5 
Woleesien: April 18 Wednesday, Sept. 19. 
Wednesday, May 2 Wednesday, Oct. 3 
Wednesday, — 16 Wednesday, Oct. 17 
Wednesday, June 6 Wednesday, Nov. 7 


Wednesday, June 20 

Wednesday, July 4 Wednesday, Dec. 5 

Wednesday, July 18 Wednesday, Dec. 19 

Wednesday, August 1 

Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 
sale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 
Telegrams: “Invariably, London.”’ Tel. Nos. 999 

8539 Central. 


Wednesday, Nov. 21 





ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
TRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos,—* 5964 Bank,”’ “ 130 Streatham, 
Telegrams—“ Oldest, London.” 





LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 


J. HARCOORT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCUUNTANT, 
Gi & 62, CHANCERY LANE, w.c. 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 





Ro OrAy, ITALIAN CIRCUS (‘‘Hengler’s”), 


W.—DAILY, at Sand 8, Over 20 
PERFORMING . Prices from 6d. —_— 
half-; Box-office 10 to 10. Tel. 4,138, 


Juabo JUNIOR, Society's latest pet, “* At Home” o Sally 
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